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DIGEST. 
ACCUMULATION— BAKER— 
See Thellusson Act See Justices, 5 
ADMINISTRATION— BANKER— 


1. Fund set apart for future legacies—Life tenant of residue— 
Vested legacies—Interest from fund until payment—Capital or 
income of residuary estate—Will—Construction.—* Whitehead, Re, 
Peacock v. Lucas, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 63 L. J. Ch. 229 

2. Scotch judgment—English action—Proof of debt—Res judicata 
—Judgments Extension Act, 1868 (31 & 32 Vict. c. 54), 8. 3.— 
*Low, Re, Bland v. Low, arp., [1894] 1 Ch. 147; 70 L. T. 57 

3. Specific pecuniary bequest—Debtor—Retainer.—Taylor, Re, 
Taylor v. Wade, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 288; W.R. 373 

See also Bankruptcy, 4, 12 


ADULTERATION— 

1. Food—Analysis—Sufficiency of certificate—Addition to certifi- 
cate—Food and Drugs Act, 1875, ss. 6, 18.—Bakewell v. Davis, 
Q.B.D., [1894] 1 Q. B, 296; 69 L, T. 832 

2. Food—Analyst’s certificate—Insufficiency—Food and Drugs 
Act, 1875, ss. 6, 18, 21—Amendment Act, 1879, s. 6.—*Newby v. 
Sims, Q.B.D., [1894] 1 Q. B. 478; 70 L. T. 105 

3. Food, definition of—Sale of baking powder containing an 
ingredient injurious to health—Sale of F and Drugs Act, 1875 
38 & 39 Vict. c. 63), ss. 2, 3.—James v. Jones, Q.B.D., §.J. 326; 

.R. 400; [1894] 1 Q. B. 304; 63 L. J. M. C. 41 

4. Lard—Written warranty—Food and Drugs Act, 1875, s. 25.— 
*Laidlaw v. Willson, Q.B.D., 63 L. J. M. C. 35 

5. Summons —Particulars of offence—Food and Drugs Act, 1875 
—Food and Drugs Act, 1879, s. 10.—Neal v. Devenish, Q.B.D., 
[1894] 1 Q. B. 544; 63 L. J. M. C. 78 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS ACT— 
See Prohibition, 2 


ANNUITY— 
See Will, 1 


AMBASSADOR— 

Limitations, Statutes of—International law—Practice—Service of 
writ out of jurisdiction—21 Jac. 1, c. 16—4 & 6 Anne, c. 16, s. 19— 
—7 Anne, c. 12, s. 3—Order 11.—Musurus Bey v. Gadban, Q.B.D., 
[1894] 1 Q. B. 533 


ARBITRATION— 

1. Award—Setting aside—View held by arbitrator in presence of 
one = only.—Gregson and Armstrong’s Arbitration, Q.B.D., 8.J. 
237; 70 L. T. 106 

2. Submission to arbitration—Action--Stay of proceedings— 
Step in an action—Statement of claim, request for delivery of— 
Practice—Arbitration Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 49), s. 4—R. 8. C., 
1883, ord. 20, r. 1 (b).—Jves v. Willans, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 
396; 63 L. J. Ch. 78; app, §.J. 417 

3. Umpire—Death of before award—Substitution of sole arbi- 
trator—Costs—Taxation—Lands Clauses Act, 1845, ss, 23, 34.— 
Reg. v. Manley Smith, Q.3.D., 63 L. J. Q. B. 171 

See also Friendly Society ; Partnership, 1 


ATTACHMENT— 
_ 1. Divoree—Wife’s costs—Order on respondent to pay money 
into Ey EE uncertificated bankrupt.—Shine v. Shine, 
P.D. & A.D., 63 L. J. P. D. & A. 60 
2. Order for payment of money—Person “ acting in a fiduci 

capacity”’—Partnership, relation of—Debtors Act, 1869 (32 & 33 
Vict. ¢. 62), 8. 4, sub-section 3.—Piddocke v. Burt, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 
W.R, 248; [1894] 1 Oh. 343; 63 L. J. Ch. 246 


AUCTIONEER— 
See Principal and Agent, 1 
BAILMENT— 


Restaurant keeper—Customer’s overcoat—Delivery to waiter— 
Negligence.—* Ulizen v. Nicole, @.B.D., 70 L. T. 140 





Bank of England—Composition payable by—Business of old. 
banking firm — Sale to new company —‘‘ Ceasing to carry on 
business””—Bank Charter Act, 1844, ss. 23, 24, 25—Amendment 
Act, 1856, s, 2.—*Prescotts & Co. v. Bank of England, arp., [1894] 
1 Q. B. 351; 70 L. T.7 

See also Partnership, 4 


BANKRUPTCY— 


1. Act of—Adoption by trustee of debtor’s accountants and 
solicitors—Duty of trustee.—Simonsen, Re, Trustee, Ex parte, BKCY., 
[1894] 1 Q. B. 433; 63 L. J. Q. B. 242; 70 L. T. 32 

2. Act of bankruptey—Assignment of whole of debtor’s pro- 
perty—Present advance—Promise of further advance—Bona /ides 
—Trade debt.—Administrator-General of Jamaica v. De Mercado, 
P.c., W.R. 416; [1894] A. C. 135; 70 L. T. 179 

3. Act of—Notice— iving order against firn—Infant partner 
—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, ss. 4-6, 9, 110, 115—Bankruptcy Rules, 
1886, rr. 260, 262, 264.—*Beauchamp, Re, Beauchamp, Ex parte, 
App., 63 L. J. Q. B. 101 

4, Administration order—Subsequent leave to issue execution— 
Jurisdiction—Bankru Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s, 122 (5). 
—Frank, Re, Q.B.D., W. 253; 69 L. T. 762 

5. Annulment of adjudication—Payment of creditors in full— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 lie & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 35, sub-section 1.— 
Burnett, Re, Official Receiver, Ex parte, BKcY., §.J. 311; W.R. 368 

6. Assets—Mon ay by debtors to solicitors for defence on 
criminal charge—Verbal agreement—Subsequent act of bankruptcy. 
—Beyts & Craig, Re, C , Ex parte, wkoy., §.J. 327 

7. Assets—Money paid to solicitor—Defence on criminal charge 
—Solicitor’s right of retainer for services rendered after notice of 
bankruptcy.—Charlwood, Re, Masters, Ex parte, Bkcy., [1894] 1 
Q. B. 643 

8. Assets—Partnership—Earnings by mal skill—Title of 
trustee—Bankru % | Act, 1883, s. 53.—Collins, Ex parte, 8, Re, 
BKCY., [1894] 1 Q. B. 423; 63 L. J. Q. B. 178; 70-L. T. 107 

9. Assets — Undischarged bankrupt — Property Ss 
acquired in trade—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 44.—BKoy., 70 L. T. 
244 

10. Disqualification—Member of school board—Person adjudged 
bankrupt under Bankruptcy Act, 1869—Bankruptey Act, 1583 
(46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), ss. 32, 169.—Pulborough School Board Election 
Petition, Re, Bourke v. Nutt, 0.B.D., 70 L. T. 25; app. §.J. 327; 
W.R. 388 

11. Estate of bankrupt—Following trust money.—Hallett, Re, 
Blane, Ex parte, Q.B.D., 63 L. J. Q. B. 67; app. W.R. 305 

12. Insolvent estate —Administration — acing agra ope ae | 
Act, 1883, s. 125.—Ashworth, Ex parte, Outram, Re, BKCY., 69 4 
767 

13. Partnership—Dissolution—Petitions by each partner—Con- 
solidation—J urisdiction—Brnkru Act, 1883, ss. 106, 112.— 
= Re, Bxoy., [1894] 1 Q. B, 442; 63 L. J. Q. B. 253; 69 

T. 765 

14, Practice—Affidavit in et of debt —Oral evidence—Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. oc. 52), s. 105, sub-section 5.— 
Stables, Re, Smith & Sons, Ex parte, skoy., §.J, 420 

15. Practice—Appeal of foreign creditor from decision of trustee 
rejectin, f—Security for costs— Act, 1869 (32 & 33 
Vict. c. 71)—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 c, 52)—Bank- 
ruptcy Rules, 1886 and 1890, rr. 131, 148.—Semenza, Re, Trustee, 
HO Praotion: iae-e tice of —Omission to send 

16. Practice— —Noti i send copy 
to mr ptey Rules, Bo poe 1890, r. 132.—Vitorsa, 
Re, Vitoria, Ex parte, arP., ee 1 Q. B, 259; 63 L. J. Q. B. 161 

17. Practice—A _ “ , entered, or other- 
wise perfected "— ptey Rules, 1 and 1890, r. 130,— 
Helsby, Re, Trustee, Ex parte, arp., W.R. 218; 70 L. T. 144 

18. Practice—Scheme of 
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BOILER— 


BUILDING SOCIETY— 


BURIAL GROUND— 
Disused burial ground—‘Set apart for interments’””—Vendor 
and purchaser—Contract for sale of portion in which no interments 
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47 Vict. c. 52), s. 104 (2)—Bankruptcy Act, 1890 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 
71), 8. 3 (6).—Langtry, Re, Stephenson, Ex parte, BKCY., §.J. 420 

19. Preferential payment—Debt due to friendly society by bank- 
rupt —Friendly Societies Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 60), 
8. 15 (7).— Welch, Re, Trustee, Ex parte, BKCY., §.J. 310; W.R. 320 

20. Proof—Alimony—Instalments subsequent to receiving order 
—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 37 (3).—*Hawkins, Re, Hawkins, Ex 
parte, BKCY., 69 L. T. 769 


21. Proof—Equity of redemption—Assignment—Bankruptcy of | 
ignee—Arrears of interest on mortgage debt—Conveyancing | 


Act, 1881, s. 26.—Hrrington, Re, BKcy., 69 L. T. 766 

22. Proof—Interest on debt—lInterest over five per cent.— 
Secured creditor—Right to allocate security to interest—Proof for 
balance—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. = Schedule 2, | 
rr. 9-11—Bankruptcy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 71), s. 23.—Foz | 
& Jacobs, Re, BKcY., W.R. 351; [1894] 1 Q. B, 438; 63 L. J. Q. B. 


| 





191 


23. Proof—Partnership—Proof by co-partner.—Head, Re, Head, | 


Ea parte, BKcY., 63 L. J. Q. B. 206 
24. Proof — Secured creditor— Promissory note—Guarantee.— | 
Hallett, Re, Cocks, Ex parte, BKcY., §,J. 364; app. §.J. 386 
25. Public examination—Jurisdiction of registrar—Order upon | 
bankrupt to furnish accounts—Title—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & | 
47 Vict. c. 52), ss. 17, 99.—Cronmire, Re, Cronmire, Ex parte, APP. | 


had taken place—Unwilling purchaser—Objection that no build. 
ings could 
(44 & 45 Vict. c. 34), s. 1—Disused Burial Grounds Act, 1884 
(47 & 48 Vict. c. 72), ss. 2, 3—Open Spaces Act, 1887 (50 & 51 Vict, 
c. 32), ss. 2,4, Schedule.—Ponsford and Newport School Board’s Con- 
tract, Re, APP., W.R. 358; [1894] 1 Ch. 454 


CANADA, LAW of— 

Dominion Bank Act (46 Vict. c. 120)—British North America 
Act, 1867, ss. 91 (15), 92 (13)—Warehouse receipts—Negotiability, 
—Tennant v. Union Bank of Canada, P.c., [1894] A. C. 31; 69 L. T, 
774 


CHARITY— 


1. Foreign charity—Discretionary trust—Public policy—Mort- 
main Act, 1888, s. 13.—Freund v. Steward, Geck, Re, app., 69 L. T, 
819 

2. Will — Construction — Scheme for regulation. — Attorney- 
General v. Park, Bushell’s Charity, Re, cH.D. CHITTY, J., §.J. 272 

3. Will—Gift—Such part of residue as may by law be given for 
charitable Prcoceinng 7 -y before Mortmain Act, 1891—Death after 
—Mortmain Act, 1891, ss. 5, 9—Wills Act, s. 24.—Bridger, Re, 
Brompton Hospital v. Lewis, app., [1894] 1 Ch. 297; 63 L. J. Ch, 
186; 70 L. T. 204 


J. 386 | COMPANY— 


26. Transfer—Foreclosure action—Mortgagor bankrupt—Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1883, s. 102 (4).—Champagne, Re, Kemp, Ex parte, 
BKCY., 69 L. T. 763 

See also Attachment, 1; Criminal Law, 7 ; Married Woman, 1 ; 

Practice, 22; Sheriff; Solicitor, 1 


BETTING— 
See Gaming 
BILL of SALE— 
1, Affidavit—Description of grantor.—Feast v. Robinson, OH.D. | 
ROMER, J., 70 L. T. 168 
2. Form—Covenant for annual payment of interest on amount of | 
principal sum—Instalments reducing amount of principal—Pro- | 
duction of receipt for rent aud taxes—Bills of Sale Act, 1882, s. 
7.— Weardale Coal and Iron Co. v. Hodson, avp., [1894] 1 Q. B. 598 
3. Form—Covenant for payment by instalments—Default in 
ent of one instalment—Power to seize—Bills of Sale Act, 
882, s. 7.—Wood, Re, Woolfe, Ex parte, Q.B.D., [1894] 1 Q. B. 
605; 70 L. T. 282 | 
4. Form—Covenant to replace damaged articles with others of | 
ual value—Term for maintenance of security—Bills of Sale Act, 
1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 43), ss. 4, 6, 9, Schedule.—Seed v. Bradley, 
app., W.R. 257 ; [1894] 1 Q. B. 319; 70 L. T. 214 
5. Form—Principal and interest—Weekly instalments—Aliquot 
part of principal in addition to varying sums for diminishing 
interest.—Bargen, Ite, Hasluck, Ex parte, BKCY., [1894] 1 Q. B. 
444; 63 L. J. Q. B. 209 
6. Mortgage of land — Express assignment of fixed trade | 
machinery—Power of sale—Bills of Sale Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. 
c. 31), ss. 3-5, 7.—Small v. National Provincial Bank of England, | 
CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 217; W.R. 378 
7. Registration—Mortgage by separate instrument forming part 
of same teaneaction—Btipalation for compound interest in mort- 
oS gt of sale subject to condition—Omission of condition in 
ill of sale—Bills of Sale Acts, 1878, s. 10, and 1882, s. 8.—| 
— v. Marcus, aPp., §.J, 234; [1894] 1 Q. B. 587; 70 L. T. 
18 








Explosion—Notice to Board of Trade—Penalty—Exemption— 
Boiler used exclusively for domestic purposes—Boiler Explosions | 
Act, 1882, ss. 3, 4, 5.—*Smith v. Muller, Q.B.D., [1894] 1 Q. B. 192 


1. Dissolution—Members—Priority of payments.—Barnard v. 
Tomson, CH.D. NORTH, J., [1894] 1 Ch. 374; 70 L. T. 306 

2. Winding up— Redemption of mortgages — Liabilities of 
advanced and unadvanced members—Debts of society—Contribu- 
tions to losses.—West London, &c., Building Society, Re, cH.D. 
WRIGHT, J., 8.J, 273 

3. Withdrawal of deposits—Condition—‘‘ Available balance in 
hand ”—Depositors to be ‘‘ paid in rotation according to the priority 
of their notices”—Right of action.—Brett v. Monarch Building 
Society, aPP., W.R. 209; [1894] 1 Q. B. 367; 63 L. J. Q. B. 237; 
70 L. T. 146 

See also Executor, 2; Prohibition, 1 





1. Bill of exchange—Liability of officer—Name of company— 
Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), ss. 41, 42.—Nassau 
Steam Press v. Tyler, Q.B.D., 8.3. 363 

2. Capital—Reduction—Loss of part of paid-up capital—Part of 
capital unrepresented by available assets—Excess of income over 
expenditure—Right of directors to declare dividends —-Companies 
Act, 1877 (40 & 41 Vict. c. 26), s. 3.—Verner v. General and Com- 
mercial Investment Trust, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 308; app. §.J, 
384 

3. Capital—Reduction—Petition for confirmation—Court having 
jurisdiction—Companies Act, 1867, ss. 9, 11, 12— Companies (Wind- 
ing-up) Act, 1890, ss. 1 (1) (2), 2, 32(2), 33; Order 26, March, 1892, 
Ocean Queen Steamship Co., Re, OH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., 63 
L. J. Ch. 193 

4. Debenture-holders — Resolution to compromise — Minority, 
when bound by vote of majority—Estoppel by record—Assistance 
in former action and payment of costs by person liable to indemnify 
defendant—Purchase before former action commenced—Privies in 
estate.—Mercantile Investment and General Trust Co. v. River Plate 
Trust, &c., Co., CH.D. ROMER, J., W.R. 365 ; [1894] 1 Ch. 578; 70 
L. T. 131 

5. Director—Articles of association—Vacation of office—Condi- 
tion—Penalty—Injunction.--Turnbull v. West Riding Athletic Club, 
Leeds, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 70 L. T. 92 

6. Directors—Misfeasance—Breach of trust—Statutes of limita- 
tion—Trustee Act, 1888 (5] & 52 Vict. c. 59), ss. 1 (3), 8—Com- 
panies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, s. 10.—Lands Allotment Co., Re, 
APP., §.J. 235; Wk. 404; 70 L. T. 286 

7. Director — Qualification shares — Yancy — Register,— 
*Printing Co. of Agence Havas, Re, Cammeli, Kx parte, CH.D, 
STIRLING, J., [1894] 1 Ch. 528; 63 L. J. Ch. 214; 70 L. T. 74 

8. Estoppel—Share—-Certificate under seal—Refusal to register 
purchaser—Damages—Companies Act, 1862, s. 31.—*Balkis Con- 
solidated Co. v. Tomkinson, H.L., 63 L. J. Q. B. 134 


9. Estoppel—Shares —Transfer—Dividends—Pay ment of.— Foster 


v. T'yne Pontoon Co., Q.B.D., 63 L. J. Q. B. 50 
10. Medical practitioner—Advising and defending or assisting 


members in proceedings—Lawfulness of objects—Ultrd vires— 


ae ~peliloeaamea v. Medical Defence Union, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 
J. 288 
11. Memorandum of association—Power to sell undertaking— 
Unpaid capital—Call—Implied power.—New Zealand Gold Extrac- 
tion Co. v. Peacock, APP., (1804) 1 Q. B. 622; 63 L. J. Q. B. 227 
12. P tus — Articles of association — Uncalled capital— 
Alteration of articles—Companies Acts, 1862,’ ss. 16, 50; 1879, & 
5.—Malleson v. National Insurance, &c., Vo., OH.D. NORTH, J.. W.B 
249; [1894] 1 Ch. 200; 70 L. T. 157 ; 
13, Shares—‘‘ Bonus” shares—No consideration for issue—Con- 
tract duly filed—Transfer—Liability of transferee—Companies Act, 
1867 (30 & 31 Vict. c. 131), s. 25.—Hddystone Marine Insurance On 
(Browning’s case), CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 253 : 
14. Winding up—Contributory—Director’s qualification—Agree 
ment to act as director—Implied contract to take shares.—Hercyni@ 
Copper Co., Re, CH.D. WRIGHT, J., §.J. 218; 70 L. T. 236 4 
15. Winding up—Contributory—Paid-up shares—Agreement 
become member—Register—Retaining share certificate —-Companie# | 
Act, 1862, ss. 23, 74—Companies Act, 1867, s. 25.—*Macdona 
Sons, & Co., Re, aPp., [1894] 1 Ch. 89; 63 L. J. Q. B. 193 q 
16. Winding up—Creditor—Embargo on foreign assets of com= 
pany—Foreign judgment—Sale of assets — Priority —Companiet 


erected thereon—O Spaces (Metropolis) Act, 188] 
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Act, 1862, s. 163.—Central Sugar Factories of Brazil, Re, Flack’s 
case, CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 345; [1894] 1 Ch. 369 

17. Winding up—Creditor—Petition—Disputed debt—Injunc- 
tion.—New T'raveilers’ Chambers (Limited) v. Cheese, CH.D. KEKE- 
wicu, J., 70 L. T. 271 

18. Winding up—Creditor — Substituted petitioner—Compani 
(Winding-up) Act, 1890—Rules of March, 1893, r. 2—Rules 20 and 
21 of April, 1892.—Invicta Works, Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, 
J., $.J. 290 

19. Winding up—Debenture-holders’ action—Receiver—Excep- 
tional assets —Realization.—* Industrial and General Trust v. South 
American and Mexican Co., APP., 63 L. J. Ch. 169 

20. Winding up—Debenture-holders’ action—Receiver—Official 
receiver, appointment of, as receiver for debenture-holders.—British 
Linen Co. v. South American and Mexican Co., aPPp., [1894] 1 
Ch. 108 

21. Winding up—Petition—Standing over—Orders not to be 
drawn up at once.—Baker Tucker & Co., Re, CH.D. WRIGHT, J 
8.J. 274 

22. Winding up—Public examination—Fraud on outside public— 
Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, s. 8 (3).—* Medical Co., 
Re, CH.D, VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., [1894] 1 Ch. 444; 63 L. J. Ch. 
189; 69 L. T. 799 

23. Winding up—Public examination—Prima ro case of fraud 
—Directors—Official receiver—Report of— of Trade—Com- 
panies (Winding-up) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 63), s. 8, sub-sections 
(1) (2) (3)—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), s. 115.—New 
Zealand Loan and Mercantile Agency Co., Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN 
WILLIAMS, J., 8.J. 339 

24. Winding up—Set-off—Mutual claims—Mining lease—Option 
to lessors to eden plant at end or determination of lease—Exer- 
cise of option—Rent—Damages.—Kidsgrove Steel and Iron Ov., Re, 
CH.D. CHITTY, J., $,J. 252 

25. Winding up—Stannaries Court—Jurisdiction—Companies 
(Winding-up) Act, 1890, s. 1, sub-section (4); s. 3, sub-section (1). 
—New Terras Tin Mining Co., Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., 
8.J. 308 

26. Winding up—Voluntary winding up—Assets—Distribution 
—Uncalled capital—Adjustment of rights of shareholders inter se. 
—Sheppard’s Corn Malting Co., Re, Lowenfeld, Ex parte, aPrp., 70 
L. T. 3 

27. Wiuding up—Volun winding up—Winding up under 
supervision—Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 
63), 8. 15.—Stock and Share Auction and Banking Co., Re, OH.D. 
VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., §.J, 254; W.R. 300; 63 L. J. Ch. 245; 70 
L, T. 235 

See also County Court, 3; Criminal Law, 3, 4; Industrial 
Society ; Trade Name, 1 


CcONTEMPT— 
Publication of ex parte statements in an action—Injunction.— 
Coats v. Chadwick, CH.D. CHITTY, J.,8.J. 217; W.R. 328; [1894] 1 
Ch. 347; 70 L. T. 228 


cCONTRACT— 

1. Construction—Right to select waste lands.—West Australian 
Co. v. Forrest, P.c., [1894] A. C. 176 

2. Sale of goods—Delivery—Maximum and minimum clause— 
Shipping — Bill of lading.—Keighley & Co. and Bryan & Co.'s 
Arbitration, Re, app., 70 L. T. 155 

also Frauds, Statute of, 1; Husband and Wife; Infant, 1; 

Master and Servant, 2; Principal and Agent, 2; Principal and 

Surety, 2; Shipping, 14; Vendor and Purchaser, 11 

CONVEYANCING ACTs— 

See Bankruptcy, 21; Infant, 2; Landlord and Tenant, 1 ~ 

Trustee, 2; Vendor and Purchaser, 7,9; Will, 11 
CcOPYHOLD— 

Seizure quo ue—Implied admittance of heir—Limitations, 
Statute of, 3 & 4 Will. 4, co. 27, s. 34—Real Limitation 
Act, 1874.—Ecclesiastical Commissioners v. Parr, 2.B.D., 63 L. J. 
Q. B. 115; 70 L. T. 170 

COPYRIGHT— 

Painting—Living pictures—25 & 26 Vict. c. 68, ss. 1, 6, 10, 11.— 

Hanfstaengl v. Empire Palace Co., ave., 8.J. 270 
CORPORATION— ¢ 


See Election Law, 1; Libel, 1; Mortmain; Vendor and Par- 
chaser, 1 


COs Ts— 
See Arbitration, 3; Attachment, 1; County Court, 11; Interest, 
1; Justices, 3, 4,6; Landlord and Tenant, 1, 5; M 2, 3; 


ortgage, 3 
Patent ; Practice, 4-8, 15, 20, 30, 35; Settled Land, 4> Solicitor, 


COUNTY COURT— = a 

1. Appeal—Death pending appeal—Jurisdic High Court 
to add parties.—Blakeway v. hs a iy a ngs 1 Q. B. 247 

2. Interpleader—Money deposited in court t—Pay- 
ment out—County Courts Act, 1888, s. 156 Court Rules, 
1889, Form 187.—Haddowe v. Morton, arp., [1 1 Q. B. 865; 
69 L. T. 859 

3. Jurisdiction—County court having powers of High Court— 
Winding up of company i county court—Writ of fi. fa. addressed 
to the sheriff of the coun en ee ee 
Side Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 63), s. 1---Rules the 

panies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, r. 20.— Bassett’s Plaster Co., Re, 
Q.B.D., W.R, 410 

4. Jurisdiction—“ District in which cause of action wholly or in 
— arose” —Sale of —Action for price—Cause of action— 

rohibition—Coun urts Act, 1888, s. 74.—*Northey Stone Co. 
v. Gidney, app., 70 L, T. 82 ‘ 

5. Jurisdiction—Practice—Default summons issued out of juris- 
diction—A ffidavit—Claim £5—County Courts Act, 1888, 
ss. 74, 86--County Court Rules, 1889, ord. 5, rr. 9 (a), 10.— 
*Gordon v. Evans, APP., [1894] 1 Q. B, 248 Hit 

6. Officer of county court as solicitor in a in 
the court—Letter before action— ibition—County Courts 
“ex (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), s. 41.—Longstaffe v. Woodrow, Q B.D., 
8.J. 275 

7. geno fo = on bailiff in coaeen of his County Ooacts 
county court judge imposing he x t of appeal—Coun 
Act, 1888 Ge 52 Vict. c. 43), ss. 48, 120, 186.—Lewis v. Owen, 
@.B.D., W.R. 254; 63 L. J. Q. B. 233; 69 L. T. 861 

8. Practice—Default summons—Notice to defend—Non-appear- 
ance of defendant at hearing—Absence of judge—Jurisdiction of 

i iene oe ee Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. o. 
43), ss. 86, 90—County Court , 1889, ord. 22, r. 6.—Hooper v. 
Hill, avv., W.R. 394; [1894] 1 Q. B. 659; 70 L. T. 224 

9. Practice—Money paid into court to abide the ju t— 
Right to payment out.—Tomlinson v. Ha , 2.B.D., 8.J, 401 

10. Replevin—Damage, measure of uential oo 
Practice—Appeal—County Courts Act, 1888, s. 120.—<S. v. 
Enright, Q.B.D., 63 L. J. Q. B. 220 ‘ 

11. Shipping—Jurisdiction—Costs—Negligence of dock officers— 
County Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction ‘tae 1868, s. 3; 1869, s. 4, 
—Mersey Docks Board v. Turner; The Teta, 4.1%, 63 L. J. P. D. 
& A.17 ' 

See also Industrial Society; Practice, 25; Prohibition, 2; 

Solicitor, 10, 11 ; 


COVENANT— ; : 
1. Chattels—Operative machinery—Switchback railway.—Cham- 
berlayne v. Collins, arPp., 70 L. T. 217 
2. Restraint of trade—Validity—Reasonableness.— Kavanagh v. 
Dallaston, OH.D. CHITTY, J., §,J, 216 
3. Restraint of trade—Vendor of business ‘‘ not to carry on or be 
in any wise interested in” similar business—Business carried on by 
vendor’s wife trading with separate estate—Breach.—Smith v. 
Hancock, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., [1894] 1 Ch. 209; 63 L. J. Ch. 201; 
70 L. T. 163; app.,8.J.416 yr 
4. Restrictive covenant — Building — Hoarding — Injunction.— 
Foster v. Fraser, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 63 L. J. Ch. 91 
See also Joint Tenancy ; Landlord and Tenant, 1, 2; Partner- 
ship, 5; Vendor and Purchaser, 1, 4 


wer cet tare f girl between the ages of thirteen and 
1. OW. ts) ween ages of | 
sixteen years—Incitement by the girl to the commission of the 
offence—Prosecution of girl—Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1885 
48 & 49 Vict. c. 69), s. 5.—Reg. v. Tyrell, 0.0.8., W.R, 255; 63 L J. 
C. 58; 70 L. T. 41 

2. Coining—Previous conviction—Verdict not followed by sen- 
tence—24 & 25 Vict. c. 99, ss. 9, ands, tee Sy 0.0.R., 8.3. 420 

3. Embezzlement—Clerk or servant— in the service of a 
company of which he is a director— 4 & 26 Vist. 0. 6, & Sey 
v. Stuart, 0.0.8., W.R. 303; [1894] 1 Q. B. 310; 63 L. J. M. C. 63; 
70 e 44 ‘ e : 

4. Embezzlement —Propert association—Joint bene- 
ficial peerage i ‘Act, 1362 foo & 20 Vick, c. 80 8. 4— 
PORE TST ti | olson 
[1894] 1 Q. B, 548; . Ath 1 


5. Extradition—Production of 

duces tecum—Detention for purposes of trial \—Order for 

delivery—Jurisdiction—Extradition Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 52), 

s. 9—11 & 12 Vict. c. 44, s. 5.—Reg. v. Lushington, Otto, Kx parte, 

@.B.D., W.R, 411; [1894] 1 Q. B. 420 
. Offence agai bet' 


6 against of 
a of premises suffering girl to be in such premises for 





Vict. c. 69), 8. 6.—Reg. v. Merthyr Tydvil Justices, Q.B.D., 
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bankrupt—Obtaining credit —Intent to defraud 
ct, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 31.—Reg. v. Dyson, 


bate 


See also Justices, 3; Lottery; New South Wales, Law of, 2 


<tr Ba ven Bo Roman Catholic Otto bjects. 
itimacy — Roman Catholic man subjects.— 
Paraparas v. Happaz, P.0., [1894] A. C. 165; 70 L. T. 254 


DIVORCE— 
1. Alimony—Release of past and future payments—Considera- 
tion.-— Underwood v. Underwood, arp., §.J. 325; W.R. 372 
am Decree nisi—Wife’s petition—Collusion—Rescission—Second 
— d—Estoppel—Res judicata.—* Butler v. Butler, APP., 
Cod] 


5, Dre nite 8 petition— Queen’s Proctor—Intervention— 
third party to intervene—Jurisdiction.—Carew v. 
yeaa P.D. ane [1894] P. 31 
4. Permanent maintenance—Profits of business—Undrawn pro- 
fits—Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, s. 32.—Hanbury v. Hanbury, 
P.D. & A.D., [1894] P. 102; app., s.J. 385 
5. Pleadings—Wife’s answer—Allegation of neglect against hus- 
band—Divorce Act, 1857, s. 31.—Cox v. Cox, app., 70 L. T. 200 
6. Queen’s Proctor — Cohabitation — Resumption— Pleading by 
Queen’s Proctor dispensed with.— Flower v. Flower, P.D. & A.D., 63 
L. J. P. D. & A. 28 


7. Queen’s Proctor—Intervention—A pplication | — party to | 


intervene.—Grieve v. Grieve, P.D. & A.D., 63 L. J. P 
8. Wife’s adultery—Husband petitioner guilty of is. 


nisi—Maintenance to wife—Discretion—Matrimonial Causes Act, | 


1857, es. 31, 32.—Edwards v. Edwards, P.D. & A.D., [1894] P. 33; 
63 L. J.P. D. & A. 62; 70 L. T. 39 
9. Wife’s costs—Registrar’s report—Comparison of r tive 
incomes of husband and wife—Discretion—Rules and Regulations 
in Divorce and Matrimonial Causes, r. 158.—Alen v. Allen, APP., 
W.R. 230; [1894] P. 134 
See also Attachment, 1 


EASEMENT— 
See Land Tax; Poor Law, 3; Way, 1 


ie 1g oe LAW— 
Se ge Ree vonage pense in parish church—Prayers for 


ordinary.—Egerton v. All of Odd Rode, 
1894] P. 5 


2. Pew. —User—Exclusive ion—Faculty—Pre- 
scription— origin.—* Proud v. Price, arp., 63 L. J. Q. B. 61 


ELECTION LAW— 
1. Mayor of borough—Salary attached to office—Candidate voting 
himeelf—Chairman giving first and vote—Disqualifica- 
tion— tions Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 50).— 
~* Longbottom, 2.B.D., 8.3. 309 
election— 


on ees 


parte, 2B.D., 8.J. 386 
3. Parliament— t— Franchise—Registration of voters—Notice of 
objection—Service—*‘ Ordinary course of ae ’—6§ & 7 Vict. c. 18, 
s. 100.—Kemp v. Wanklyn, 2.B.D., [1894] 1 Q. B. 265; apr., §.J. 
324; W.R. 369; [1894] 1 Q B. 583 
4. Parliament—Borough vote—Registration of voters—Nature 
of ve occupation—Power to amend claim— | 
Aer ion Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. 
ce. 36), s. 28 


QB.vD., 70 L 


29 arp., 8.J. 251; W.R. 321; [1894] 1Q. B. 579; 
6LJI.QB 


5.  Paciioment -Registration—Inhabitant occupier—Rating of | 


premises.—* Palmer v. Wade, 2. B.D., [1894] 1 Q. B. 268 


tice, 19 


1. Co-executor—Default—Assets left in control of co-executor.— 
ime v. Gasqucine, CH.D, KEKEWICH, 3., 69 L. T. 822; APr., 


= 1 Ch. 460; 70 L. T. 196 
‘ower to testator’s property testgnae to building 
B.  , how far ing on estate and bencficiaries—Assent to 


7 what constitutes.—Thorne v. Thorne, CH.D. ROMER, J., 


3. Will—Devise of lands charged with 

A sale.—Lebbeck, He, Benndtt v. Hebbeck, CU.D, CHITTY, 3., BJ. 399 
Bee also , 6, 27; Probate, 3, 6; Trustee, 2; 
and Purchaser, 5 


2. Municipal Peg oo of election commissioner—Cer- | 
tiorari—Rule nisi to quash sdiction— Mandamus to hear and | 
determine.— Wigan Municipal Election Petition, Re, Johnson, Ex | 


unicipal Registrati 
, (12), (13).—Hurcum v. West Ham (Town Clerk), | 


legacy —Executors’ power | 
Vendor | 


heey somal 
June 16, 1804. | 
EXTRADITION— 

See Criminal Law, 5 
FIXTURES— 

See Bill of Sale, 6; Mortgage, 1 
FOOD— 


See Adulteration, 1-5 


FRAUDS, STATUTE of— 

1. Guarantee — Contract of indemnity — Parol agreement to 
share profits and losses—Stock Exchange.—*Sutton v. Grey, APP., 
Long a A 285 oe by 

2. Volun assignment—Leaseholds—Mortgage assignee — 
Resulting rooet Hac—s evidence as to intention Stature of Frauds 
(29 Car. 2, c. 3), ss. 7, 8.—Marlborough (Duke), Re, Davis v. White- 
head, CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J, 289; 70 L. T. 314 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY— 

Arbitration—Rule for reference of disputes to arbitration—Mis- 
conduct of arbitrators—Award—Jurisdiction of justices—Friendly 
Societies Act, 1875 ‘-d & 39 Vict. c. 60), s. 22 am —Bache v. Bile 
lingham, apr., W.R. 217 

See also Bankruptcy, 19 


| GAMING— 

1, Agent employed to make bets—Employment of agent to bet 
for cy oerowr for money had and received—Gaming Act, 
1892 (55 Vict. c. 9), s. 1.—De Mattos v. Benjamin, Q.B.D., 8.J, 238 ; 
W.R. 284; 63 L. J. Q. B. 248 

2. Agreement for partnership in betting transactions—Account— 
8 & 9 Vict. c. 109, s. 18—Gaming Act, 1892 (55 Vict. c. 9), s. 1.— 
Harvey v. Hart, CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 418 

3. Keeping a place for the purpose of betting—Act for the Sup- 
pression of Betting Houses, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 119), ss. 1, 3.— 
Bond v. Plumb, @.B.D., W.R. 222; [1894] 1 Q. B. 169 


GUARANTEE— 
See meeeretey, 24; Frauds, Statute of, 1; Insurance, 1; Prin- 
cipal and Surety, 2 


HACKNEY CARRIAGE— 





politan Hackney e Act (6 & 7 Vict. c. 86).—Keen v. Henry, 
Aep., W.R. 214; [1894] 1 Q. B. 292; 63 L. J. Q. B. 211 


HARBOUR— 

Discharge of rubbish on shore of navigable river—Tendency be. 
injure or obstruct navigation—‘‘ Any other person whatsoever.” 
Harbours Act, 1814 (54 Geo. 3, c. 159), 8, 11.—United Alkali Co. v. 
Simpson, Q.B.D., §.J. 419 


HIGHWAY— 

1. Nuisance— Sewer grating—Projection of ing Dees road 
surface by reason solely of non-repair of road—Injury caused 
par lie, oe government—Non-liability of local authority— 
Public Health Act, 1875, ss. 13, 16, 19, 144, 149.—*Oliver v. 
Horsham Local Board, APP., [1894] 1 Q. B. 332 ; 63 L. J. Q. B. 181 

2. Rating—Exemption by reason of duty or liability Extinction 
of liability— Determination of exemption—Highway Act, 1835 (5 & 
Py 4, c. 50), 8. 33.—Heath v. Weaverham Overseers, Q.B.D., 

400 


HUSBAND and WIFE— 
Contract—Will—Promise to leave property by will—Inducement 
to | Aan rsa aainggingy om to third party—Breac or gr to sue for 
nge v. Synge, APP., WE 309; [1894] 1 Q. B. 466; 
3 Ly, oe, OB. 202; 70 L. T. 221 


INDUSTRIAL SOCIETY— 
Winding up—County court—Jurisdiction—Industrial and Provi- 





| Genk Heated Adie 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. c. 45), 5. 17, and 1893 (56 © 
See Company, 8,9; Divorce, 2; Landlord and Tenant, 4; Prac- | ( ) 


& 57 Vict. c. 39), ss. 58, 59—Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890 


| (53 & 54 Vict. c. 63), 8. 10—County Court Rules, 1892, r. 146.— 


Ferndale Industrial Co-operative Society, Re, Q.B.D., 8.3. 309 


‘INFANT— 


1. Contract of ag ag, a ~ not to sue employer under the 
Employers’ Liability Act, 1880—Benefit of infant.—Clements v. 
London and North- Western Railway Co., Q.B.D., 8,3, 237 


2. me ag ce roy ye class—Vesting of one share—Con- © 
45 Vict. c. 41), 6. 43.—Holford, Re, ™ 


veyancing Act, 1881 (44 


ae v Holford, OH.D. CHITTY, J., 8,3, 338 


3. Marriage settlement—Voidable deed—After-soquired operty : 
— —Time.— Edwards v. Carter, H.1., 63 L. J "Oh 3 
we a see, 3; Practice, 16; Bettiement, “4 Trustee, — 

7 ; . 


Negligence of driver—Liability—Registered proprietor—Metro- 
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INJUNCTION— 
Damages—Jurisdiction—Discretion—Lord Cairns’ Act (21 & 22 
Vict. c. 27), s. 2—Light—Ancient lights—Obstruction. —Martin v. 
Price, APP., W.R, 262; [1894] 1 Ch. 276; 63 L. J. Ch. 209; 70 






Will. 4, c. 42, 6. heaton, SRE, Sal ane Seere ere 
South-Eastern Rail as Soe ee Ch, 93 


; Bankruptcy, 21, 22; Partition, 2; 
Sethe ed Pedaaen 2 : 
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L. T. 202 
See ya Company, 5, 17; Contempt; Covenant, 4; Landlord 
and Tenant, 7; Market; Practice, 13; River; Trade Name, 1 ; 
Trespass, 2 


INLAND REVENUE— 


1. Income tax—Deductions in estimating net profits—Interest on 
short loans—5 & 6 Vict. c. 35, s. 100, case 1, r. 3.—Anglo-Con- 
tinental Guano Works v. Bell, 9.B.D., §.J. 325 

2. Probate duty—Legacy ‘duty—Identity of legatees by reference 
to will of another testator—Stamp Act, 1815 (55 Geo. 3, c. 184), s. 
37—Stamp Acts, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 76), s. 4, and 1860 (23 Vict. c. 
15), s. 4—44 Vict. c. 12, s. 32.—Lord Advocate v. Bogie, H.L., [1894] 
A. C. 83 

3. Stamp—-Railway—Amalgamation of companies—Transfer— 
Stamp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), s. 54; Schedule I., tit. 
“Conveyance or transfer on sale.”—(Great Western Railway Co. v. 
Inland Revenue Commissioners, APP., W.R. 211 ; [1894] 1 Q. B. 507; 
70 L. T. 86 

4, Stamp duty — Account — Post-nuptial settlement — Realty 
directed to be sold—No sale—Liability o eo age malty— 
Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1881 (44 Vict. c. 12), s. 38, sub- 
section 2 (c).—Attorney-General v. Dodd, Q.B.D., §.J. 350. 

5. Stamp duty— Account— Voluntary disposition — — Release of 
mortga ks Seensvaiton of annuity to releasor—Customs and 
Inland ‘Serene Acts, 1881 (44 Vict. c. 12), s. 38, sub-section (2) (a), 
and 1889 (52 Vict. c. 7), s. 11, sub-section (1),—Attorney- -General v. 
Worrall, Q.B.D., §.J. 351 


6. Stamp duty—Conveyance or transfer on sale—Property of a | 


firm—Transfer to company composed exclusively of mem of the 
firm—Stamp Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict, c, 97), ss. 770, 71, Schedule.— 
Foster v. Inland Revenue Commissioners, APP., W.R. 259; [1894] 1 
Q. B. 516; 63 L. J. Q. B. 173; 69 L. T. 817 

te Stamp duty— Coupon for interest on foreign loan—Pro 
stamp duty on—Stamp Acf, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict, c. 97), s. 48, Sche- 
7 .—Rothschild & Sons v. Inland Revenue Commissioners, Q.B.D., 
8.J. 363 

8. Succession dut; - Bon settlement of foreign stocks— 
Foreign settlor and beneficiaries—English trustee.—Attorney- 
General v. Felce, Q.B.D., §.J, 310 

See also Principal and Agent, 2 


INSURANCE— 


1. Bank—Deposit—Policy effected by depositor to insure repay- 
ment—Default in repayment—Liquidation— Scheme of arrangement 
—Provision for credit tors—Discharge of all claims by operation of 
statute—Accord and satisfaction—Right of action against insurers 
-—Indemnity—Guarantee—Discharge of — —Dane v. M 


Insurance Corporation, apr., W.R. 227; 63 L. J. Q. B. 144; 70: 


L. T. 83 
2. Marine—Articles of association—Alteration—Irregularity— 


Effect on policy.—Muirhead v. Forth a North Sea Steamboat | 


Insurance Association, H.L., [ise4) A.C.7 
3. Marine insurance— Collision clause i in policy —Effoot of 
in collision clause—Exemption of underwriters from lial rh 


respect of sum paid by assured by way of di for the removal | 


of obstruction consequent on collision.— North Britain, The, “1 
Roberts v. Ocean Marine Insurance Co., APP., W.R. 243; [1894] P. 
77; 68L. J. P. D. & A. 33; 70 L. T. 210 

4. Marine insurance—Freight-—Charter-party—Clause for cesser 
of payment of freight—Loss of freight under cesser clause—In- 
surable loss—Proximate cause — Non-disclosure of existence of 
cesser clause-—— Concealment of material fact— Presumption of 
existence of cesser clause in time charter.— Bedouin, The, APP., 
W.R, 299; 63 L. J. P. D. & A. 30; 69 L. T. 782 
es Marine—Freight—Valuation.— Main, The, P.D. & AD. 70 

T. 247 

6. Marine — General average — Foreign statement — Chartered 
re —Brigella, The, v.D, & A.D., 69 L. T. 834 

. Marine—Lloyd’s policy—‘ Free from average under £3 

aed. unless burnt’’—Meaning of ‘ burnt.”—®* Glenlivet, The, 
arp., [1894] P. 48; 63 L. J. P. D. & A. 45 


8, Marine — Policy — General _ 
ie 7 Py 0 > "he Thom ae APP., wot: P. 108; 
& A, 49 


INTEREST— 

1, Costs — Taxation — Interlooutory order for payment—Time 
from which interest runs-—1 & 2 Viot. 0. 110, as, 17, 18—Practice,— 
*Taylor v. Roe, OH.D, STIRLING, J,, [1804 1 Ob. 413; 70 L. T. 232 

2. Time for payment—Contingency— ritten instrument—3 & 4 








InN Se LAW— 
oh naga ie oe avi of agate dg done 


b ion iw 
ae v. bikers hore (Suton of Sultan of) arr °° (1604) 1 149 
land—Venue— 
Defendant within i diotion.—_Britioh South rica Co. v. Mocam- 
bique Co., H.L., 63 L. J. Q. B. 70 
See also Ambassador 


INTERPRETATION ACT, 1889— 
See Tithe, 2 


JERSEY, LAW of— 
Succession—Principal heir.—De Quetteville v. Hamon, P.C., 63 
L. J. P. GO. 17 


JOINT TENANCY— 
Severance—Covenant to settle after- Pe y.—Hewett, 
Re, Hewett v. Hallett, cH.D. NORTH, J wi. bss" 1894) 1 Ch. 
362; 63 L. J. Ch. 182 


JUDGMENT— . 
See Administration, 2; Company, 16; Lunacy; Practice, 16-19, 
26 


JUSTICES— 

1. Appeal—Case stated—Recognizance—Time—Summary Juris- 
diction Act, 1879, s. 33—Rules ey Act of 1879, r. 18.— Walker 
v. Delacombe, Q.B.D., 63 L. J. M. C. 7 

2. Disq ualification — Poor dt sessions — 
Justices yore as ratepayers—16 ss. 1, 3—27 & 
28 Vict. c. 39, s. 6.—* Workington Overseers, Sh ge APP., [1894] 
1Q. B. 416; 70 L. T. 143 : 

3. Indictable case dealt with summarily—Costs of witnesses for 
defence—Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1867, ss. 3, 5—Summary 
Jurisdiction Act, 1879, s. 28.—Burton v. Phillips, ASHBOURNE PETTY 
OE Ait wae Gonqetn e eh ah tli 

4 ormation 
summons—Default of distress—Commitment order—Certiorari— 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1848, s. 22—Summary Jurisdiction Act, 
1879, oes —*Reg. v. London (Mayor of), Boaler, Ex parte, 
63 L. . 

5. Jurisdiction—Baker—Metropolis—Beam and scales—Bread 
Act, 1822 (3 Geo. 4, c. cvi.) ss. 8, 9.—Reg. v. Smith, o.B.pD., 63 
L. J. M. ©. 67 


6. Quarter sessions—Adjournment—Costs of i— Taxation. 
—Midland Railway Co. v. Edmonton Union, ae L. J. M. C. 38 


See also Friendly Society ; Licensing Law, 8; Local Govern- 


ment, 2 


a and TEN ANT— 


ying surveyor 
Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. o. 41), s. 14, sub-sections 1 and 2—Con- 
veyancing Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Viet. ¢. 13), s. 2, sub-section 1 ; s. 4. 


—Nind v. Nineteenth Century Building ann, WR so; 
[1894] 1 Q. B. 472; 63 L. J. Q. B. 106; 70 L. P. 316 
2. Covenant not to use i for ‘sale of liquor—Club—Sale 


of liquor to members for it of club.— Ranken v. Hunt, Q.B.D., 
S.J 


3. ‘Distros — Tien —Getting over yard wall.—*Long v. Clark, 

APP., 63 

4. Estoppel—Gavelkind—Descent—Deduction of title—3 & 4 
Will. 4, c. 106, s. 2.— Weeks v. Birch, Q.B.D., 69 L. T. 759 

5. Lessor’s solicitor’s coste—Custom in Herefordshire.— Higley v. 
Reynolds, HEREFORD COUNTY nn, ak SJ. 401 a 

6. Negligence—Premises on ey Notice 
severalonen-Delormiaatian @f Notice.— Bowen v. 
—- Q.B.D., W.R, 236 ; Ts 1QaB 


Vy ea Agreemen' — Injunction. — 
Kah é 0. ¥ National Telephone Co,, CH.D. > comeen nc Oe 
380; 70 L, T. 276 

"See also Practice, 41 


LANDS CLAUSES ACT— 
ei en Soy court—Reinvestment in land-—Costs—Soli- 
citors’ Remw Act, 1881—Soale . 
Clauses Act, 1845, 8. 80,—*Bi , Re, 
curry, 3. {1804] 1 Gh, 188; 63 Te . 167; TOL. T. 231 
See also Company 
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LAND TAX— 


Liability to assessment—Interest in land— Railway tunnel—Ease- 


ment—38 Geo. 3, c. 5, 8. 4.—Metropolitan Railway Co. v. Fowler, 
H.L., W.R. 270 


LEASE— 
See Company, 24; Frauds, Statute of, 2; Landlord and Tenant, 
1,5; Practice, 41; Vendor and Purchaser, 10 


LIBEL— 

1, Action by corporation—Special damage—Matter of public 
interest.—South Hetton Coal Co. v. North-Eastern News Association, 
App., W.R, 322; [1894] 1 Q. B. 133; 70 L. T. 844 

2. Practice—Payment into court as amends under statute—Lord 
Campbell’s Libel Act (6 & 7 Vict. c. 96), 8. 2—8 & 9 Vict. c. 75,-s. 
2—R. 8. C., ord. 22, r. 22 (1893).—Dunn v. Devon and Exeter Con- 
stitutional Newspaper Co., Q.B.D., §,J. 351 

3. Privilege—Privileged occasion—Solicitor acting for client— 
Publication in ordinary course of duty.—Baker v. Carrick, APP., 
8.J. 286; W.R. 338 

4. Privilege—Solicitor—Letter by solicitor on behalf of client— 
Dictation to shorthand clerk—Copy by copying clerk—Privileged 
occasion.— Boxsius v. Goblet, APP., 8.3. 311; W.R. 392 

5. Publication—Evidence.—Hird v. Wood, arp., 8.J. 234 

See also Practice, 29 


LICENSING LAW— 

1, Beerhouse—Licence—Renewal—Application to general ses- 
sions by new occupier—Unlicensed person—Wine and Beerhouse 
Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 27), s. 8—Licensing Act, 1872 (35 & 36 
Vict. c. 94), 8. 42.—Symons v. Wedmore, 9.8.D., W.R. 301; [1894] 
1Q. B. 401; 63 L. J. M. C. 44; 69 L. T. 801 

2. Beerhouse—Licence—Renewal—Notice of objection — Omis- 
sion to state grounds of refusal—Wine and Beerhouse Act, 1869 
(32 & 33 Vict. c. 27), ss. 8, 19—Wine and Beerhouse Amendment 
Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 94), s. 42—Licensing Act, 1874 (37 & 38 
Vict. c. 49), s. 26.—Gorman, Ex parte, H.L., [1894] A. C. 23; 70 
L. T. 46 

3. New licence—Notice—Adjourned general meeting —Time— 
Licensing Act, 1828, s. 1—Licensing Act, 1872, s. 40—Wine and 
Beerhouse Act, 1869, s. 7.—*Reg. v. Pownall, a.B.D., 70 L. T. 138 

4. ‘Permitting drunkenness’? — Knowledge — Licensing Act, 
1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 94), s. 13.—Somerset v. Wade, 2.3.D., W.R. 
399; [1894] 1 Q. B. 574 

5. Public-house—Former conviction of licensee—Jurisdiction— 
Beerhouse Act, 1840, s. 7—Wine (Refreshment) Act, 1860, s. 22— 
Licensing Act, 1872, s. 50—Inland Revenue Act, 1880, s. 43.— Reg. 
v. , @B.D., 63 L. J. M. C. 68 

6. Public-bouse—Renewal—Quarter sessions-—Appeal—Adjourn- 
ment—Licensing Act, 9 Geo. 4, c. 61, ss. 9, 27.—Evans, Ex parte, 
H.L., [1894] A. C. 16; 70 L. T. 45 

7. —General annual licensing meeting—No notice of 
opposition—Licensing Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 94), 8. 42— 
ing Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vict. c. 49), s. 26.—Daykin v. Parker, 

Q.B.D., . 419 

8. Transfer — Licence—New premises — Justices — Discretion— 
Licensing Act, 1828, s. 14—Wine and Beerhouse Act, 1869, ss. 8, 
19.—* Traynor v. Jones, 2.B.D., 63 L. J. M. C. 31; 69 L. T. 862 


LIGHT— 

Prescription—Ancient lights—Right to obstruct—Contiguous— 
Medium filum—Prescription Act (2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 71), s. 3.— 
*Haynes v. King, CH.D. NORTH, J., 69 L. T. 855 

See also Injunction 


LIMITATIONS, STATUTES of— 
See Ambassador; Company, 6; Copyhold; Trustee, 3, 4 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT— 
1. Bye-law—Street—New street—Width—Private roadways— 
*Gozedt v. Maldon Sanitary Authority, aB.v., [1894] 1 Q. B. 
327 

2. County council — Justice's clerk — Salary — Non-quarter 
sessions commission of peace—Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1885, s. 84.—Cornwall County Council v. Town Council of 
Truro, @B.D., 63 L. J. M. C. 0 

3. Fire engine—‘‘ Owner ” of lands and buildings—Expenses in- 
earred for use of fire engine—Town Police Clauses Act, 1847 (10 & 
11 Vict. ¢. 89), 6. 33—Public Health Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 63) 
—Local Government Act, 1855 (21 & 22 Vict. c. 98)—Public 
Health Act, 1875 (35 & 39 Vict. c. 55).—Sale v. Phillips, @.B.D., 
GJ. 237; [1994] 1 Q. B. 349; 63 L. J. M. 0. 79 

4. Street—Urinal—Constrauction of urinal underground —Soil 
under strect surface nut dedicated to public—-Public Health Act, 


1875 (36 & 2 Vict. c. 55), os. 4, 149—Tunbridge Wells Improve- 





ment (Local) Act, 1890.—Baird v. Tunbridge Wells (Mayor of), APP, ~ 


8.J. 350 
5. Urinal — Nuisance — Proper 


Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), 8. 39.—Pethick y, 
Plymouth (Mayor of), CH.D. CHITTY, J., W.R. 246; 70 L. T. 304 
6. Water supply—Street—Private road—Local authority having 
general pratt of streets— Power to break up private road without 
ag consent.—*Hill v. Wallasey Local Board, app., [1894] 1 
. 133 
See also Highway, 1; Metropolis, 4; Vendor and Purchaser, 1 


LOTTERY— 
Keeping—Aiding and abetting—Criminal law—42 Geo. 3, c. 119, 
—Barratt v. Burden, 63 L. J. M. C. 33 


LUNACY— 
Lunatic—Judgment creditors of—Charging orders—Validity of— 
Fund in court.—Plenderleith, Re, LUN., W.R. 224 


MANDAMUS— 
See Election Law, 2 


MARKET— 

Partnership association—Disturbance—‘‘ Dwelling-place, shop, 
or place of business ”—Injunction—Markets and Fairs Clauses Act, 
1847 (10 & 11 Vict. c. 14).— Birmingham (Mayor of) v. Foster, CH.D. 
ROMER, J., §.J. 290 


MARRIED WOMAN— 


1. Bankru —BSe te property—Trading apart from husband 
—Married Woren’s Pissety "hk 1882, “J 1 (5).—-Heleby, Re, 
BKOY., 69 L. T. 864 

2. Reversionary interest in personaity—Will executed before the 
31st of December, 1857—Codicil executed after that date— Malins’ 
Act (20 & 21 Vict. c. 57).--EHlcom, Re, Layborn v. Groves- Wright, 
App., W.R. 279; [1894] 1 Ch. 303; 70 L. T. 54 

3. Will—Power — Appointment, general power of — Separate 
estate—Debts—Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, s. 1 °} (4); 
s. 4.—Ann, Re, Wilson v. Ann, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., [1894] 1 Ch. 
649; 70 L. T. 273 

See also Covenant, 3; Practice, 18; Settled Land, 3; Settle- 
ment, 2; Trustee, 7 


MASTER and SERVANT— 


1. Common employment—Negligence.— Union Steamship Co. v. 
Claridge, P.c., [1894] A. C. 185; 70 L. T. 177 : 

2. Contract for service—Breach—Miner wrongfully absenting 
himself from service—Refusal to go down mine with non-unionists 
—Preconcerted action—Damages—Employers and Workmen Act, 
1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 90).—Bowes v. Press, app., W.R. 340; [1894] 
1 Q. B. 202; 63 L. J. Q. B. 165; 70 L. T. 116 

3. Employer— Liability—-Wrongful act of servant— Scope of 
employment.—Black v. Christchurch Finance Co., P.0., [1894] A. C. 
48; 70 L. T. 77 

4. Salvation Army—Music in street—Accident.—London General 
Omnibus Co. v. Booth, Q.B.D., 63 L. J. Q. B. 244 

See also Railway Company, 2 


MEAT— 


See Public Health, 6 


MEDICAL PRACTITIONER— 


Judicial inquiry—Personal interest and bias of member of 
tribunal—“ Professional infamy ”’—Medical Act, 1858 (21 & 22 
Vict. c. 90), ss. 28, 29.—Allinson v. General Medical Council, APP., 
W.R. 289 

See also Company, 10 


METROPOLIS— 


1. Building—District surveyor’s requisition—Non-compliance— 
—Building completed and left before making of magistrate’s order 
to comply— istrate’s order made in ignorance of the facte— 
Ref to enforce order and impose ties—Metropolitan Build- 
ings Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. c. 122), a8. 45-47.— Wallen v. Lister, 
@.B.D., W.R. 318 ; Lae 1 Q. B. 312; 63 L. J. M. C, 51 

2. Building—General line of buildings—Right of owner to con- 
tinue building begun before establishment of building line— 
** Building, structure, or erection’’—‘‘ Vacant und ’’— Metro- 
polis Management Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 102), 6. 75.—Wendon 
v. London County Council, @.B.D., [1894] 1 Q. B, 227; 63 L. J. 
M. C. 55; 70 L. t. 94; app., W.R, 370 

3, Footway—Apportionment of ex of flagging—Metro- 
polis Management Act (1862) Amendment Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. 
¢. 54), 8. 1.—Paddington Vestry v. North Metropolitan Railway Co., 
@.B.D., W.R. 223; [1894] 1 Q. B, 633 
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and convenient situation —Dis- 
cretion of urban avthority— Weight and effect of their decision~ — 
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4. Jurisdiction—Local oe of carriage roea— 
“« Necessary works of repair ’’—Recovery of ex: 
ay ement Amendment Act, 1 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 


—Stroud v. Wandsworth Board of Works, apr., W.R, 355; 
70 te ne 190 

5. Street—Costermongers—Michael Angelo Taylor’s Act (57 Geo. 
3, c. xxix.), 8. 65—Streets (Metropolitan) Acts, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. 
c. 134), s. 6, and (31 Vict. c. 5), s. 1—Interpretation Act, 1889 (52 
& 53 Vict. c. 63), s. 33—Inconsistent enaclgpents Implied repeal, 
Keep v. St. Mary, Newington, Vestry, app. 

6. Street—New street—Expense of paving—Liability to contri- 
bute—Owners of land abutting on new street—Consecrated land 
forming of a cemetery—Definition of ‘‘ owner ”—Land capable 
of being let at a rack-rent—Metropolis Management Acts, 1855 (18 
& 19 Vict. c. 120), ss. 105, 250, and 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 102), s. 
717—6 & 7 Will. 4, c. cxxxvi.—St. Giles, Camberwell, Vestry v. 
London Cemetery Con, Q.B.D., §.J. 254; 63 L. J. M. C. 74 

7. Valuation—List— Appeal against totals—Time—Jurisdiction 
—Valuation (Metropolis) Act, 1869, ss. 32, 34, 42 (13).—*Reg. v. 
London Justices, APP., 63 L. J. Q. B. 148 

8. ‘‘ Warehouse or other building”—‘‘ Party wall ”—Floor— 
“‘ New building ”— Metropolitan Building Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. 
c. 122), ss. 9, 10, 27 (r. 4).—Holland v. Wallen, Q.B.D., 8.3. 326 

See also Hackney Carriage; Justices, 5 


MORTGAGE— 

1, Fixtures—Trade fixtures—Hire-purchase agreement—Mort- 

gor in possession—Implied assent of mortgagee to removal of 
| = sal under agreement.—Gough v. Wood, app., 70 L. T. 297 

2. Purchase by mortgagee—Resale—Rights of purchaser—Costs 
of improvements by mortgagee. — Henderson v. Astwood, P.C., 
[1894] A. C. 150 

3. Solicitor-mortgagee—Life estate—Covenant to pay ‘“‘ every 
sum of money which may become owing by mortgagor to mort- 
gagee ”’—Agent for receipt and payment of income--Profit costs— 
Receipts in ae by mortgagor—Clogging equity of redemption 
—Reopening settled accounts.—Hyre v. Wynn-Mackenzie, CH.D. 
KEKEWICH, J.. W.R, 220; [1894] i Ch. 218; "63 L. J. Ch. 239 ; 69 
L. T. 823 

See also Bankruptcy, 21, 26; Bill of Sale, 6, 7; Building 
Society, 2; Executor, 2; Shipping, 14; Trustee, 4-6; Vendor 
and Purchaser, 7 


MORTMAIN— 

Corporation stock — Charge on borough fund — Charge on 
revenues of landed property — Pure persoaalty. — Pickard, Re, 
Elmsley v. Mitchell, cH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 375; 63 L. J. Ch. 254 

See also Charity, 1, 3 


NEGLIGENCE— 
See Bailment ; Master and Servant, 1; Shipping, 10 


NEW SOUTH WALES, LAW of— 

1, Caveat—Lapse—Waiver—26 Vict., No. 9, s. 23.—Wilson v. 
McIntosh, P.c., [1894] A. C. 129 

2. Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1883, s. 423—Evidence—Ad- 
missibility—Criminal acts other than those ch -— Makin v. 
ng apa of New South Wales, p.c., [1894] A. C. 57; 69 

. T. 778 

3. Real property— Documentary wren x 3 title—Proof, 
burden of.—Solling v. Broughton, P.0., 63 L. J. P. C, 21 


NUISANCE— 
See Highway; Local Government, 5; ro ime 33; Public 
Health, 1, 2,4; Railway Company, 4; Trespass, 2 


PARLIAMENT— 

Petition to by subject—Right of—Right to compel representative 
to present petition —Right of aaien for refusal—Action — 
and vexatious.—Chaffers v. Goldsmid, @.B.D., W.R. 239; [1894] 1 
Q. B. 186; 70 L. T. 24 

See also Election Law, 3-5 


PARLIAMENTARY DEPOSIT— 
See Tramway, 1 


PARTITION— 

1, Party wall—Tenants in common.—May/fair Property Co. v. 
Johnston, CH.D. NORTH, J., 8,J, 253; [1894] 1 Ch. 508 

2. Sale—Beneficiaries allowed to bid—Purchase-money set off— 
Interest.—Dracup, Re, Field v. Dracup, CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 264; 
69 L. T. 858 

3. Sale—Person of unsound mind— Vesting order—Partition Act, 
1868, s. 7—Trustee Act, 1850, as. 9, 20, 30.—Cuaswell v. Sheen, OH.D. 
NORTH, J., 69 L, T. 854 












PARTNERSHIP— 

1. Arbitration clause—Action for dissolution—Motion to stay— 
— —Return—Arbitration Act, 1889, s. San Tisef 
1890, s. 40.—*Belfield v. Bourne, CH.D. STIRLING, J., [1894] 1 Ch. 
ag cL. “ am tn tees of; ,interest —Change i ago 

2. it wi ‘ayment of, in 
—Novation—Trustees’ duty as to loan to firm—Trustee Act, 

s. 8.— Tucker v. Tucker, CH.D. nen, W280 @3 3. Oh. 
223; 70 L. T. 127 ] 

3. Loss of capital—Remuneration of surviving partner—Business 
carried on at a loss.—Aldridge, Re, Sianage v. Aldridge, CH.D. 
NORTH, J., W.R. 409 

4. Novation — Shri ge note—Liability of deceased 

rtner’s estate—Head, Re, Head v. Head, cu.D. curtry, J., 8.J. 
216; Sid 753; app., 8.J. gi 

5. Retired 1er—Covenan of indemnity against partn 
debts by pene an partners—Proviso that ad may me 
not require their eee while indemnified—Im: cote to 
take time--Principal and surety—Novation—Proof of—Rouse v. 

Bradford Banking Co., CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 69 L. T. 828; app., 8.J. 
270 

6. Share of profits of business—Co-ownership of real estate— 

Partnership Act, 1890, s. 1, sub-section 1; s. 2, sub-sections 1, 3; 
s. 20, sub-section 3—Davis v. Davis, CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 312; 
[1894] 1 Ch. 393; 63 L. J. Ch. 219; 70 L. T. 265 

See also Attachment, 2 ; Bankruptcy, 3, 8, 13, 23; Gaming, 2; 
Market; Practice, 16, 37 


PATENT— 
Practice — Revocation—Foreigner’ —Costs—Security— 
Patents, &c., Act, 1883, s. Seo Milles Patent, Re, CH.D, KEKE- 
WICH, J., 70 5. T. 270 


PERPETUITY— 
See Will, 12, 14 


PEW— 
See Ecclesiastical Law, 1 


sag es Mixture containing infiai- 

Poison le by ung person— con: infini 

fesimel quantity of )obee —Sepenety 20 Ste. ss. 1, 2, 16— 
*Pharmaceutical Society v. Delve, Q.B.D., 70 L. T. 139 


























































POOR LAW— 
1. Poor rate—Assessment—Rateable value—Occupation —Cotton 
mills—Deduction in respect of tem stoppage — Strike-- 


Annual value—Hypothetical tenan & 7 Will. 4, c. 96—25 & 26 
Vict. c. 103.—Hoyle v. Oldham Union Assessment Committee, APP., 
8.J. 286 

2. Poor rate—Rateability—Rateable value—Sewage works— 
Sewage—Beneficial occupation—Annual value—6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 
96, s. 1—32 & 33 Vict. c. 67, =. theta Coots Cita ©. Erith 
Churchwardens, H.L., Wk. 330; 69 L. T. 725 

3. Rating—Gas mains and pipes—Occupation—Exclusive use— 


wore 1 5 aang 
ng and Wetching Ac 


lan Act, 1833 (3 & 4 - 4, ¢, 90), «. 
33—Poor elit? Act {ited eis” c. bg 1.—Thursby v. Briercliffe- 
cum- Eatwistle, rent posta. B.36t 


5. Vi eee er. 
eight days from notice of de Seat Objection Assessment 
Committee Act, 1862, s. 18—Union, &c., fg eet Act, 1864, s. 
1.—Reigate Union v. South-Eastern Railway Co., @B.D., [1894] 1 
Q. B. 411; 63 L. J. M. C. 65 
See also Justices, 2 


POWER— 


i. Dea Beto pointment — Exercise by Fuary dion Cobo 


—*Coxon v. Rowland, CH.D. STIRLING, 3., [1894] 1 Cb. 
La. Ch. 179; 70 L. T. 88 
2 Appointment —Spedal power — power—Intervention of trustee—Trans- 
fer of fund.—7'yssen, Knight Bruce v. Butterworth, CH.D. NORTH, 
J., 63 L. J. Ob. 114 
See also Married Woman, 3 


PRACTICE— 
1, Admissions—Verbal admission by 
court—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 32, r. 6.—-Beeney. rem pe 
at nortTH, J., 8.J. 235; W.R. 377; ‘Lise 1 Ch. 70 
160 
2. Appeal — Privy Council — Criminal matter — Jurisdiction.— 
ae, = Pe, OL T. 734 


3. —Privy Council —Leave to ee as to 
omit w.—AMilson vv. Carter, P.O, 69 L. 
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4. Costs—Payment of money out of court—No provision in , 
special Act as to costs of payment out—Discretion—R. 8. C., 1883, | 
ord. 65, r. 1—Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. | 
c. 44), 8. 5.—Fisher, Re, app,, W.R, 241; [1894] 1 Ch. 450; 63L. J. 
Ch. 235; 70 L. T. 62 

5. Costs—Security for costs—Plaintiff resident abroad—Action 
on foreign judgment—Defence that judgment was obtained by 
fraud.—Crozat v. Brogden, 9.B.D., §.J. 255; W.R, 317; APp., 
W.R. 353 

6. Costs—Sequestration—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 43, r. 7.—Lumley, 
Re, app., §.J. 398; W.R. 401 

7. Costs—Solicitor— Witness action—Non-attendance of material | 
witness—Solicitor ordered to pay costs personally—R. 8. C., 1883, | 
ord. 65, rr. 5, 11.—Shorter v. Tod Heatley, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., | 
8.J. 239 

8. Costs—Taxation—Solicitor—Agency charges—Firms having | 
common members—Appendix N., Costs, r. 119.—Borough Commer- 
cial and Building Society, Re, app., [1894] 1 Ch. 289; 70 L. T. 51 

9. Default of appearance—Payment by defendant after issue of 
writ—Settlement of claim—Form of judgment—Judgment for 
amount of claim and costs—Irregularity—Ord. 13, r. 3.—Hughes v. 
Justin, APP., §.J. 270; W.R. 339 

10. Discovery—Interrogatories—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 31, rr. 1, 2 
—R. 8. C., November, 1893, rr. 11, 12.—Tye v. Willoughy, CH.D. 
CHITTY, J., §.J. 338 

11, Ejectment—Title—Receipt of rent by plaintiff—Allegation 
by defendant that plaintiff was only agent—Right to defend— 
R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 14.—Jones v. Stone, P.c., [1894] A. C. 122; 70 
L. T. 174 

12. Evidence — Commission abroad — Special examiner — 
Defendant’s application—Ord. 37, r. 5.—*Ross v. Woodford, cH.D. 
CHITTY, J., 63 L. J. Ch. 191 

13. Injunction—Leave to serve writ abroad—Leave to serve 
notice of motion with writ—Jurisdiction.—Aersey v. Young, APP., | 
8.J. 216 | 

14. Interpleader—Jurisdiction of district registrars—Ord. 35, r. 
6.—Hood v. Yates, Q.B.D., W.R, 412; [1894] 1 Q. B. 240; 63 L. J. 
Q. B, 218 | 

15. Interpleader— Sheriff —Costs— Ord. 57, rr. 15, 16, 17.—| 
Lawson v. Carter, Q.B.D., 63 L. J. Q. B. 159 

16. Judgment—Action against firm—Infaut partner—R. 8. C., | 
1883, ord. 14, r. 1—Ord. 48a, rr. 1, 8.—*Harris v. Beauchamp 
Brothers, arr., 63 L. J. Q. B. 99 

17. Judgment—Execution—Order to pay money in limited time— | 
ee eee of master—Ord. 43, r. 6; ord. 42, r. 3; | 
ord. 41, r. 5.—Hulbert v. Cathcart, Q.B.D., [1894] 1 Q. B. 244; 63 | 
L. J.Q. B. 121 
_ 18. Judgment—Foreign judgment—Judgment by default—Mar- 
ried woman—English colony—Applicability of English law.— 
Lewis v. Logan, .8.D., §.J. 325 
_ 19. Judgment—Judgment roll—Postea—Estoppel—Actual find- 
—— ee urisdiction.— Want v. Moss, P.c., 70 

. ‘ 


| 


claimed with denial of liability—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 22, rr. 1-6.— 


’ Nicholson v. London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Co., Q.B.D., 8.J, 


218 

29. Pleading — Particulars — Libel —Justification—General de- 
famatory statement.—*Zierenberg v. Labouchere, app., 63 L. J. 
Q. B. 89 

30. Prohibition—Costs—Judicature Act, 1890, s. 5—Ord. 63, r. 1. 
—Reg. v. London Justices, APP., W.R. 225; [1894] 1 Q. B. 453; 
70 L. T. 148 ° 

31. Short cause—Order for payment into court—R. 8. C., 1883, 
ord. 14, r. 8 (b). —Held v. Simons, Q.B.D., §.J. 340 

32. Trial—Further consideration—Report of official referee—No 
mection to vary—Evidence on which report was based—R. 8. C., 
1883, ord. 36, r. 54.—Fitton’s Estate, Hardy v. Fitton, CH.D. STIR- 
LING, J., W.R. 281; 63 L. J. Ch. 164 

33. Trial — Injunction — Inquiry as to damages — Nuisance— 
Pollution of stream—Continuing cause of action—Chief clerk’s 
certificate—Damages assessed down to.—*Hole v. Chard Union, 
App., [1894] 1 Ch. 293; 70 L. T. 53 

34. Trial—Jury—Right of—Ord. 36, rr. 4, 6, 7.—Baring Brothers 
v. North-Western of Uruguay Railway Co., arp., 69 L. T. 740 

35. Trial—New trial—Costs of former trial to abide result of 
new trial.—Brotherton v. Metropolitan and District Railway Oo., 
APP., §.J. 234; W.R. 273; [1894] 1 Q. B. 666; 70 L. T. 218 

36. Witness called by judge on trial of action—Right to cross- 
examine.—Coulson v. Desborough, Arp., §.J. 416 

37. Writ—Action against foreign firm—‘‘ Carrying on business 
within the jurisdiction ”—Service—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 48a, rr. 1, 
3, 8. —Worcester City Banking Co. v. Firbank, Q.B.D., 70 L. T. 102; 
App., §.J. 324; W.R. 402 

38. Writ—Service out of jurisdiction—Motion—Notice of—Part 
of the contract only to be performed within jurisdiction—Relief— 
Limitation—Ord. 11, r. 1 fe), (g); ord. 52, r. 9.—*Manitoba Land 
Corporation v. Allan, CH.D. NORTH, J., 63 L. J. Ch. 156 

39. Writ—Service out of jurisdiction—No property in jurisdic. 
tion—Action for execution of trusts of settlement—Ord. 11, r. 1 
(d).— Winter v. Winter, CH.D. STIRLING, J., [1894] 1 Ch. 421; 63 
L. J. Ch. 165; 69 L. T. 759 

40. Writ—Specially-indorsed writ—Affidavit ‘‘ verifying cause of 
action ”—Form—Ord, 14, r. 1.—*May v. Chidley, Q.B.D., [1894] 1 
Q. B. 441 

41. Writ—Specially-indorsed writ—Lease—Determination of 
term by notice on forfeiture—Claim by landlord for possession— 
Term “‘ duly determined by notice to quit ’’—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 3, 
r.6(/); ord. 14, r. 1.—Arden v. Boyce, arr., §.J. 324; W.R. 354 

42. Writ specially-indorsed—Sufficiency of indorsement—Amend- 
ment—Marking of amended document delivered to a party 
—Appearance to amended writ—Ord. 3, r.6(/); ord. 28, rr. 9, 
10.—Hanmer v. Clifton, 9.B.D., W.R. 287; [1894] 1 Q. B. 238 

See also Ambassador; Arbitration, 2; Bankruptcy, 14-18; 
County Court, 5-11; International Law, 1, 2; Lands Clauses 
Acts; Libel, 2; Tramway, 3 


20. Mayor’s Court—Security for costs of appeal—R. S. C., 1883, | PRESCRIPTION— 


ord. 59, rr. 10-17—Mayor’s Court Procedure Act, 1857 (20 & 21 | 
Viet. c. 157), 8. 8.—Morgan v. Bowles, 9.8.D., W.R. 269 ; [1894] 1 
Q. B. 236; 63 L. J. Q. B. 84 

21. Originating summons—Summons under section 37 of the 
Solicitors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 73)—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 71, r. 
1; ord. 54, rr. 4b, 4c, 4d, Appendix K.—Holloway, Re, Pallister, Ex | 
parte, aPpp., §.J. 398 

22. Parties—Change of—Carrying on proceedings—Trustee in | 
bankruptcy—Disclaimer—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 55, sub-section | 
4—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 17, r. 6.—Puttock v. Daintry, CH.D. NORTH, | 
J., 8J. 273 


See Ecclesiastical Law, 2; Light 


PRINCIPAL and AGENT— 


1. Auctioneer—Cheque—Authority to receive in payment—Dis- 
honour—Damages.— Papé v. Westacott, APP., [1894] 1 Q. B. 272; 
63 L. J. Q. B. 222 

2. Contract—Stock Exchange—Stockbroker—Default in sending 
contract note — Commission— Penalty— Illegality— Stamp Act, 
1870, s. 69 (3)—Inland Revenue Act, 1878, s. 26—Inland Revenue 
Act, 1888, s. 17 (1).—*Zearoyd v. Bracken, app., 63 L. J. Q. B. 96 


23. Parties—Joinder—Person claiming jointly, severally, or in | PRINCIPAL and SURETY— 


the alternative—Common interest—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 16, r. 1.— | 
*Hannay v. Smurthwaite, arp., 63 L. J. Q. B. 41 
24. Parties—Pauper—Person suing in forma pauperis—Notice of 
motion—Necessity for signature of solicitor—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. | 
16, r. 29—Power to impose costs upon granting an indulgence.— 
Jacobs v. Crusha, arr. §.J. 337; W.R. 387 
25. Parties—Pauper—Proceedings on Crown side of Queen's | 


1. Contribution—Co-surety.—Hnnis, Re, Coles v. Peyton, APP., 69 
L. T. 738 
2. Guarantee—Undisclosed contract—Discharge.—Stewart v. 
McDonald, @.B.D., $.J. 385 
3. Release of principal debtor—Discharge of surety—Novation. 
—Commercial Bank of Tasmania v. Jones, P.C., W.R. 256 
See also Partnership, 5 


Bench Division—County court appeal—Ord. 16, r. 22; ord. 68, r. 1. | PROBATE— 


j 


—Clements v. London and North-Western Railway Co., avr., W.R. | 
338 


26. Parties — Receiver — Judgment — Equitable execution — 
Executor of judgment creditor — Carrying on proceedings — 
“* Parties entitled to execution”—Ord. 17, r. 4; ord. 42, rr. 8, 23. 
—*Norburn v. Norburn, @.B.D., [1894] 1 Q. B. 448 

27. Parties—Third y procedure—Service of notice on execu- | 
trix—Executrix ales in personal capacity—R. 8. C., 1883, | 


y party 
ord. 16, r. 48.—Gilson, Re, Gilson v. Gilson, CH.D. NORTH, 3., 8.J. 307 | 
28. Payment into court—Railway fares charged in excess of | 
statutory power—Test action—Payment into court of full amount | 


1. Administration—Foreign subject—Infant child in England— 
Property in England—Grant to vice-consul.—Migazzo, In the Goods 
of, P.D. & A.D., 70 L, T. 246 

2. English will—Russian will of real estate—Deed of covenants 
by Russian devisees—Documents admissible to probate.—7amplin, 
In the Goods of, P.D. & A.D., W.R, 287; [1894] P. 39 

3. Executor—Appointment— Misdescription — Parol evidence— 
Declarations of testator.—Chappell, In the Goods of, [1894] P. 98; 
70 L. T. 245 

4. Fund in name of deceased—Property of mother—Application 
for grant of administration—Husband abroad not cited—Court of 
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Probate Act (20 & 21 Vict. c. 71), s. 73.—Rusch, In the Goode of, | 
304 


p.p. & A.D., W.R. 

5. Testamentary papers—Incorporation—Inadmissibility.—Gar- 
net, In the Goods of, Sand P. 90; 70 L. T. 37 

6. Will—Torn will—Pieces pasted together—Executor abroad— 
Security.— Hine, In the Goods of, P.D. & A.D., 63 L. J. P. D. & A. 45 

7. Will—-Words after signature—Wills Act (1 Vict. c. 26), s. 9.— 
*Anstee, In the Goods of, P.D. & a.D., 68 L. J. P. D. & A. 61 

8. Will annexed—Administration—Husband of testatrix—Cita- 
tion—Special circumstances—Probate Act, 1857, s. 73.—Shoosmith, 
In the Goods of, P.D. & A.D., [1894] P. 23; 63 L. J. P. D. & A, 64 

See also Will, 13 


PROHIBITION— 

1. Building society—Winding ry pe ese os of judge 
discharging order made by himself.—*London Scottish Permanent 
Building Society, Re, Q.B.D., 63 L. J. Q, B. 112 

2. County court—Jurisdiction— Want of jurisdiction apparent on 
face of proceedings—Acquiescence on part of applicant—Discretion 
as to granting writ of prohibition—Agricultu oldings Act, 1883 
(46 & 47 Vict. c. 61), s. 24.—Farguharson v. Morgan, arp., W.R. 
306 ; [1894] 1 Q. B. 552; 70 L. T. 152 

See also County Court, 4, 6,8; Practice, 30 


PUBLIC HEALTH— 

1. Nuisance—Summons—Designation of owner of premises— 
‘‘ Notice, order, or other document ””—Service of summons—Public 
Health (London) Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 76), s. 120, sub-section 
4; 8, 128, sub-section 1.—Reg. v. Mead, Q.B.D., 8.J. 400 

2. River Thames—Nuisance on foreshore—Liability of owner to 
abate—Public Health (London) Act, 1891, s. 4 (1) (3) (b).— Thames 
Conservators v. London Port Sanitary Authority, Q.B.D., [1894] 1 
Q. B. 647; 69 L. T. 803 

3. “ Sewer’’—House drain—Public Health Act, 1875, ss. 4, 13, 
15.—Travis v. Utley, 9.B.D., [1894] 1 Q. B. 233; 63 L. J. M. C. 48 

4. Sewer—Nuisance—Increase of drainage—Flooding—Public 
Health Act, 1875, ss, 15, 19; 21, 299.—Stretton’s Derby Brewery Co. 
v. Derby (Mayor of), CH.D. ROMER, J., [1894] 1 Ch. 431; 63 L. J. 
Ch. 135; 69 L. T. 791 

5. Sewer—Private street—Surface drain—Frontagers—Liability— 
Public Health Act, 1875, ss. 13, 15, 21, 23, 150, 257.— Handsworth 
Local Board vy. Taylor, CH.D. ROMER, J., 69 L. T. 798 

6. Unsound meat exposed for sale—Conviction of owner—Proof 
of scienter—Public Heath Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), ss. 116, 
117.—Blaker v. Tillstone, 0.B.D., W.R. 253; [1894] 1 Q. B. 345; 
63 L. J. M. C. 72; 70 L. T. 31 

See also Highway, 1; Local Government, 3, 4 


QUEENSLAND, LAW of— 
Real assets—Foreign debts charged on property in colony.— 
Walsh v. The Queen, P.c., [1894] A. C, 144; 70 L. tT. 257 


RAILWAY COMPANY— 

1, Accommodation works—Reasonably necessary—Compensa- 
tion.— West India Improvement Co. v. Attorney-General of Jamaica, 
P.c., 70 L. T. 80 

2. Carriage of goods—Valuables—Theft by servant of company 
without negligence of company—Liability of company—Carriers 
Act, 1830 (11 Geo. 4 & 1 Will. 4, c. 68), ss, 6, 8—Railway and 
Canal Traffic Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. 31), s. 7.—Shaw v. Great 
Tt eee Co., Q.B.D., W.R. 285; [1894] 1 Q. B. 373; 70 

_8. Carriers’ lien—Cloak-room charges—Goods deposited by 
hirer—Lien against true owner—‘“ Reasonable facility *—Railway 
and Canal Traffic Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. 31), s. 2.—Singer 
Manufacturing Co. v. London and South-Western Railway Co., Q.B.D., 
8.J. 238; W.R, 347; 70 L, T. 172 
_ 4. Compensation—Nuisance—Construction of works—User of 
line—Special Act — Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845— 
Railways Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 20), s. 16,— 
Attorney-General v, Metropolitan Railway Co., APP., WE 331; 
[1894] 1 Q. B, 384; 69 L. T. 811 

5. Deposit—Practice—Petition for payment out—Lands Clauses 
Act, 1845 (8 Vict. c. 18), ss. 85, 87.—Midland Railway Co., Ex parte, 
CH.D. NORTH, J., §.J. 289 

6. Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, s. 121—Compensation 
—Lands held for less than a year—Severance from other lands held 
a for thirty years.— Bexley Heath Railway Co, v. North, Q.B.D., 
_ 7. Mines—Subsidence—Right of support—Tramway converted 
into railway—Special Act— ailways Clauses Act, 1845, ss. 77, 78. 
—Great Western Railway Co. v. Cefn Cribbwr Brick Co., CH.D. 
KEKEWICH, J., 70 L. T. 279 

8. en ee open—Reasonable facilities for traffio— 
Commissioners—Jurisdiction—Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, 





8. 2.—Darlaston Local Board v. London and North-Western Railway 
Co., RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS, 69 L. T. 866 
9. Statutory duty--Private Act of eee of public 
to enforce gS ie: Vale Railway Co. v. Davis, apr., W.R. 215 
10. Stock and debentures issued at a discount—Companies 
Clauses Acts, 1845; 1863, s. 21; 1869, s.5—Railway Companies Act, 
1867, s. 27.—Webb v. Shropshire oon © app., 63 L. J. Ch. 80 
See also Inland Revenue, 3; Land ; Practice, 28 


RESTRAINT of TRADE— 
See Covenant, 2, 3 


REVENUE— 
See Inland Revenue 
RIVER— 
Pollution—Riparian owner—Pump water from mine into river 


—Injunction.— Young v. Bankier Distillery Co., H.L., 69 L, T. 838 
also Harbour ; Public Health, 2 


SETTLED LAND— 

1. Improvements—Appiication of capital reg, "pier to 
or alterations in buildings—Heating Pg a A ew entrance— 
New roof—Settled Land Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), s. 25— 
Settled Land Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 69), s. 13 (ii.).—Gaskell’s 
Settled Estates, Re, OH.D. CHITTY, J., W.R, 219; [1894] 1 Ch. 485; 
63 L. J. Ch. 243 

2. Improvements — Mansion-house — Rebuilding — Additions — 
Annual rental of settled estates—Settled Land Act, 1890, s. 13 
(4).—* Walker’s Settled Estate, Re, CH.D. NORTH, J., [1894] 1 Ch. 
189; 70 L. T. 259 

3. Settled Estates Act, 1877—Examination of woman married 
since 1882—Payment to one trustee.—Robinson’s Settled Estate, Re, 
CH.D. NORTH, J., §.J. 325 

4. Trust for sale— Management — Equitable tenant for life— 
Possession—General leave to exercise powers of life tenant—Costs 
—Parties—Incumbrance—Settled Act, 1882, s. 63—Settled 
Land Act, 1884, s. 7 (11).—*Bagot’s Settlement, Re, Bagot v. Kittoe, 
CH.D. CHITTY, J., [1894] 1 Ch. 177; 70 L. T. 229 

5. Two estates—One devise—Contingent remainder—Legal and 
equitable limitations—Tenant for life—Sale—Discharge of incum- 
brances—Failure of contingent remainder.—*Freme v. Logan, APP., 
63 L. J. Ch. 139 

6. Will— Power of sale and conversion— Time of exercise— 
Minerals—Express declaration—Settled Estates Act, 1877, s. 38.— 
* Peake’s Estates, Re, CH.D. NORTH, J., 63 L. J. Ch. 109 


SETTLEMENT— 

1. Mansion-house — Condition as to residence—Gift over on 
refusal or neglect—Infant.—Partridge v. Partridge, CH.D. NORTH, 
J., [1894] 1 Ch. 351; 63 L. J. Ch. 122; 70 L. T. 261 

2. Marriage settlement—Construction—Ultimate trust—Wife’s 
next of kin—Die ‘‘ without having been married ’—Children not 
excluded.—Stoddart v. Savile, CH.D, CHITTY, J., W.R. 361 ; [1894] 
1 Ch. 480 

3. Real ee gross pb to be gna ae land— 
Devise of residuary estate—No ific disposi- 
tion of interim investment—Lord Cranworth’s Act, ss. 4, a 
land Settled Estates, app., 69 L. T. 735 

4. Volun settlement—Kquitable estates—Formal limitations 
—No words of inheritance—Quantity of estate.—Whiston’s Estate, 
Re, Lovatt v. Whiston, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 253; W.R. 327 

See also Infant, 3 


SHERIFF— 
Sale—Execution for more than a a Act, 1883, s. 
145.—Crawshaw v. Harrison, BkcyY., 63 L. J. Q. B. 94 
See also Practice, 15 


SHIPPING— 
1, Arrest of ship—Wrongful arrest—Mala — _ 
Wie Mie Teena elim 
2. Bill of lading—Loss by perils of the sea—Negligence—Onus 
of proof.—/Jvhnson v. Wainwright, app., §.J. 362 
3. Charter-party—Ad freight—Disbursements.— Primuda, 
The.—?.D. & A.D., Cet maed tedlah One-third treigh ra 
4, Charter- — A t i t to 
id on si hag bills of lading—Loss of ship—Right to advanced 
reight.—* Oriental Steamship Co. v. Tylor, app., 63 L. J. Q. B. 128 
5. Charter-party—Demu Port of discharge—Alternative 
laces of disch at option of charterers—Exception of strikes— 
trike at one of the named places—Limitation on charterers’ ri 
of option.—Bulman v. Fenwick, arp., W.R. 326; [1894] 1 Q. B. 
Mi chaos Peciicnsinc Meciaiia of princes—Customary 
6, Charter-party— ts 
mode of loading.—Smith & Service v. Rosario Nitrate Co., APP., 
[1894] 1 Q. B. 174 
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7. Charter-party—Freight—Cesser clause—Bill of lading freight 
not equal to full freight—Absence of lien for full freight. —Hansen 
v. Harold, app., [1894] 1 Q. B. 612 

8. Charter-party—Freight— Foreign ship— Law of the flag—Con- 
flict of laws—Sale of part of cargo at port of distress.—Industrie, 
The, aPr., W.R. 280; [1894] P. 58 

9. Collision—Fog—Regulations for Preventing Collisions at Sea, 
article 18.—Bilby v. Leetham, Lancashire, The, He, H.1., [1894] 
A.C. 1 

10. Collision—Lien—Harbour authority —Negligence. — Utopia, 
The, P.c., 70 L. T. 47 

11. Collision—Marine insurance—Sanken wreck.— Munroe, The, 
P.D. & a.D., 70 L. T. 246 

12. Collision—Regulations for Preventing Collisions at Sea, 1894, 
articles 15, 18, 19, 21.— Wilson v. Currie, H.L., [1894] A. C. 116 

13. Consignee for sale—Liability for freight—Merchant Shipping 
Acts Amendment Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 63), ss. 66-72.— Furniss 
v. White, arp., W.R. 290; [1894] 1 Q. B. 483 

14. Contract—Mortgage without notice—Sale—Purchase with 
notice—Certificate of registry.—Celfic King, The, P.D. & A.D., 63 
L. J. P. D. & A. 37 

15. Necessaries—Ranking of claims for necessaries inter se where 
judgments reserve all questions of priority—Equal distribution of 

s.— Africano, The, P.D. & A.D., W.R. 413; [1894] P. 141; 
70 L. T. 250 
See also County Court, 11 


SOLICITOR— 

1. Bankruptcy of client—Money paid by client to solicitor before 
bankruptcy—Costs—Claim of trustee to money in handsof solicitor. 
—Whitlock & Jackson, Re, Official Receiver, Ex parte, BKCY., 63 
L. J. Q. B. 245; 70 L. T. 34 

2. Costs—Delivery of bill—Payment—Taxation—Solicitors Act 
(6 & 7 Vict. c. 73), s. 37.—Solicitor, A, Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J., §.J. 239 

3. Costs — Taxation — Agreement — ‘‘ Fair and reasonable.”— 
Frape, Re, Perrett, Ex parte, CH.D. NORTH, J., §.J. 421 

4. Costs—Taxation—Agreement in writing—Retention of money 
—Payment—Solicitors Act, 1870, s. 4—Solicitors Act, 1843, s. 41. 
—Thompson, Re, Baylis, Ex parte, Q.B.D., [1894] 1 Q. B. 462; 63 
L. J. Q. B. 187; 70 L. T. 238 

5. Costs—Taxation— Agreement for sale and purchase of busi- 
ness and for grant of lease—Goodwill of business—Negotiations for 
sale—Application of scale charge—Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 
1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 44)—General Order, 1882, r. 2—Schedule I., 
Part ].—(Cce, Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 421 

6. Costs—Taxation — Co-plaintiffs — Separate retainers.— Sala- 
man, Re, arp., §.J. 340 

7. Costse—Taxation—Retainer—Champerty—Defence of—Juris- 
diction.— Thomas, Re, Jaquess v. Thomas, arP., §.J. 340 

8. Costs—Taxation—Special circumstances—Solicitors Act, 1843, 
8. 37.— Mackenzie, Re, Short, Ex parte, arp., 69 L. T. 751 

9. Costs — Taxation — Uncertificated solicitor—Disbursements— 
Right to recover—Solicitors Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vict. c. 68), s. 12.— 
Kent v. Ward, arr., 8.J. 401 

10. County court—Clerk-solicitor—Right of audience at trial.— 
Seymeur v. Turner, THAME COUNTY CouRT, §.J. 256 

11. County court—Clerk-solicitor—Right of audience.—Simmonds 
v. Turner, OXFORD COUNTY COURT, 8.J. 291 

12. Lien—Costs—Settlement.—Lawrance, Re, Bowker vy. Austin, 
CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 265; [1894] 1 Ch. 556; 63 L. J. Ch. 
205; 70 L. T. 91 

13. Misconduct—Accepting large sums of money as loans from 
client immediately on his attaining the age of twenty-one years.— 
qr Law Society, Fx parte, Solicitor, A, Re, a.3.D., W.R, 
237; [1894] 1 Q. B. 254; 70 L. T. 27 

14. Practice—Taxation—Common order—Order become inopera- 
tive—-Second order obtained by suppression of material facte.— 
Taylor & Tarbuck, Re, CH.D. NORTH, 3., 8.J. 238; W.R. 329; 
[1894] 1 Ch. 503; 70 L. T. 161 

15. Trustee—Settled account—Release—Setting aside—Time, 
lapse of. —Webb, Re, Lambert v. Still, avv., [1894] 1 Ch. 73; 63 
L. J. Ch. 145 

16. Undertaking—Stey of execution pending appeal—Undertak- 
ing to repay costs if yew cnnud--teead allowed, but 
execution stayed pending further appeal—Enforcement of under- 
taking.—Swyny v. Harland, arrv., 8J. 256; W.R. 297; 70 L. T. 


See also Bankruptcy, 6, 7; County Court, 6; Landlord and 
Tenant, 5; Libel, 3, 4; Mortgage, 3; Practice, 7, 8, 24; 
Trustee, 6. 


See Frauds, Statute of, 1; Principal and Agent, 2 





THELLUSSON ACT— 


Accumulation—Income—Charity — Will — Construction — Thel- 
lusson Act (39 & 40 Geo. 3, c, 98), 8. 1.—Harbin v. Masterman, 
CH.D. STIRLING, J., 69 L. T. 788; app., §.J. 306 


TITHE— 


1. Extraordinary tithe rent-charge—Annual rent-charge in 
lieu thereof—Hop grounds—Sale of part of farm not containing 
hop ground—Contribution—Liability—Tithe Redemption ct, 
1886, ss. 2-4.—*Simmonds v. Heath, app., 63 L. J. Q. B. 214 

2. Poor rates—Arrears on tithe rent-charge at passing of Tithe 
Act, 1891—Subsequent payment by occupier and deduction from 
rent—Deduction from tithe rent-charge accruing after Act—Repeal 
—Saving of existing rights and liabilities—Tithe Act, 1891 (54 & 
55 Vict. c. 8), s. 6—General Interpretation Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. 
c. 63). s. 38.—Roherts v. Potts, Jones v. Cooke, app., W.R. 294; 
[1894] 1 Q. B. 213; 69 L. T. 849 


TRADE-MARK— 


1. Registration—Descriptive word—Invented word—‘ Emollio- 
lorum ”—Person aggrieved—Patents Act, 1883, ss. 64, 90-—-Patents 
Act, 1888, ss. 10(1), 90.—* Talbot's Trade-Mark, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, 
J., 70 L. T. 119 

2. Registration—‘‘ Person aggrieved ”’—Patents, &c., Act, 1883, 
8. 90.—Powell v. Birmingham Vinegar Brewery Co., H.L., [1894] 
A.C. 8; 70L. T.1 

3. Registration — ‘‘ Somatose””— Descriptive word -— Invented 
word—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act. 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. 
c. 57), s. 64—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1888 (51 & 
52 Vict. c. 50), s. 10.—Farbenfabriken, &c., Co., Re, app., 8.J. 251; 
70 L. T. 186 

4. Registration—Subsequent registration of trade-mark calen- 
lated to deceive—User—Person aggrieved—Expunging mark from 
register—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883 (46 & 47 
Vict. c. 57), ss. 67, 72 (sub-section 2), 90—Patents, Designs, and 
Trade-Marks Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 50), ss. 11, 14.—Société 
Anonyme des Verreries de L’ Etoile Trade-Mark, Re, app., 8.3. 287 ; 
70 L. T. 295 

5. Registration—Words calculated to deceive—Disclaimer of 
exclusive use—Patents, &c., Act, 1883, s. 72, sub-section 2; s. 73— 
Patents, &c.. Act, 1888, ss. 14, 15.—Zoftus’ Trade-Mark, CH.D. 
NORTH, J., W.R. 251; [1894] 1 Ch. 193 


TRADE NAME— 


1. Company incorporated in Canada—Use of similar trade name 


in England—Injunction.—Saunders v. Sun Life Assurance Co. of 


Canada, CH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R, 315; [1894] 1 Ch. 537; 63 L. J. 
Ch. 247; 69 L. T. 755 

2. Licence to use trade name—Fraud on public—Extinguish- 
ment of right to trade name—Assignment of name, apart from 
business. —Thorneloe v. Hill, CH.D. ROMER, J.,. W.R. 397; [1894] 1 
Ch. 569; 70 L. T. 124 


TRAMWAY— 


1. Abandonment — Parliamentary deposit — Repayment — Evi- 
dence—Tramways Act, 1870, s. 18.—*Dudley and Kingswinford 
Tramways Co., Re, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 63 L. J. Ch. 108 

2. Debenture-holders—Sale—Tramways Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. 
c. 78), 88. 42, 44.—Bartlett v. West Metropolitan Tramways Co. OH.D. 
NORTH, J., 8.J. 385 

3. Practice—Manager—Power of court to appoint.—Bartlett v. 

‘est Metropolitan Tramway Co., CH.D. NORTH, J., 63 L. J. Ch. 208 


TRESPASS— 


1. Animal damage feasant—Seizure—Right to maintain action 
in respect of injnry done by animal seized.— Roscoe v. Roden, Q.B.D., 
§.J. 291; [1894] 1 Q. B. 608 

2. Nuisance—Trees—Overhanging branches—Adjoining owners 
—Cutting—Injunction—Damages.—Lemmon v. Webb, CH.D. KEKE- 
WICH, J., 70 L. T. 275 


TRUSTEE— 


1, cy Gene ere trustee—Condition in power—Two trus- 
tees to be always kept up—Appointment of one where two required 
—Intention to fill up saad Senitiile-ilerety, Re, Bell Vv. 
Wits, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 338 

2. Appointment—New trustee—Personal representatives of sur- 
viving trustee—Executors—Special and general—Probate—Con- 


veyancing Act, 1881, s. 31.—Parker’s Trusts, Re, c.D. KEKEWIOCH, 


J., 70 L. T. 165 


3, Breach of trust—Fraud of agent—Liability of principal— 
vy to” fraud—Trust Pope 
ict, 


Statute of Limitations—‘ Party or 


y “still retained” by trustee—-Trustee Act, 1888 (51 & 52 
¢. 59), #. 8.—Thorne v. Heard, avv., W.R, 274 
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4. Breach of trust—Limitations, Statute of—M invest- | WAY— < ws 
ment—Valuation—Liability—Consent of beneficiary— peng 1. Footway—Grant—User— Limitation—Obstruction.— Sketchley 
interest—Trustee Act, 1888, ss. 6, 8.—*Somerset v. Poulett, aPP.,| v. Berger, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 69 L. T. 754 


[1894] 1 Ch. 231; 69 L. T. 744 

5. Sale of land and minerals separately—Trustee mortgagees— 
Trustee Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 53), ss. 44, 50.—Merchants’ Trust 
and New British Iron Co., Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 253 

6. Title deeds—Custody—Tenant for life—Mortgage— Building 
estate—Solicitor.—Field v. Field, cH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 346; 
[1894] 1 Ch. 425; 63 L. J. Ch. 233; 69 L. T. 826 

7. Will—Infant—-Maintenance—Power or trust—Jurisdiction— 
Discretion of trustees—Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, s. 21. 
—*Bryant, Re, Hickley v. Bryant, CH.D. CHITTY, J., [1894] 1 Ch. 324; 
63 L. J. Ch. 197; 70 L. T. 301 

See also Company, 6; Inland Revenue, 8; Partition, 3; Part- 
nership, 2; Power, 2; Settled Land, 4; Solicitor, 15; Will, 3, 14 


VENDOR and PURCHASER— 

1, Building scheme —Restrictive covenants—Municipal corpora- 
tion—Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, ss. 108, 109—Local 
Government Act, 1888, s. 72.—-Davis v. Leicester (Corporation), 
CH.D. NORTH, J., §.J. 288; W.R. 362; app., 8.J. 357 

2. Conditions of sale—Interest—Wilful default of vendor—Mis- 
statement as to title of property in conditions—Omission to inspect 
plan.— Tubbs’ Contract, Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 253 

3. Conveyance—Land adjoining highway—Presumption of law 
—Rebuttal by circumstances.—Pryor v. Petre, CH.D. ROMER, J., 63 
L. J. Ch. 182; 69 L. T. 795; app., 8.J. 286 

4. Covenant for title—Quiet enjoyment—Conveyance in fee— 
Defect appearing by recital in deed of conveyance—Vendor’s 
liability.—*Page v. Midland Railway Co., arp., 63 L. J. Ch. 126; 
70 L. T. 14 

5. Leaseholds—Sale by executor—Death of testator many years 
ages and Furze’s Contract, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 
273; 70 L. T. 312 

6. Misleading particulars—No mention of adverse claim— Harris 
and Rawling’s Contract, Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J., §.J. 235 

7. Notice—Constructive notice—Purchaser for value without 
notice—Mortgage—Sale—Invalid exercise of power—Conveyancing 
Act, 1881, s. 21 (2)—-Conveyancing Act, 1882, s. 3 (1).—* Bailey v. 
Barnes, APPp., 63 L. J. Ch. 73 

8. Sale—Re-sale at higher price—Misrepresentation— Restitutio 
in integrum.— Edinburgh United Breweries v. Molleson, H.L., [1894] 
A. ©. 96 

9. Sale under order of court—Conditions—Clean title—Convey- 
ancing Act, 1881, s. 70.—* Mostyn v. Mostyn, app., 69 L. T. 741 

10. Specific performance — ment for lease—Purchaser in 
possession—Mine.— Charlesworth v. Old Silkstone Coal and Iron Co., 
CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 216 

11. Specific performance—Contract—Sale of realty and personalty 
—Concluded agreement — Negotiation.—*Page v. Norfolk, cH.D. 
ROMER, J., 70 L. T. 23 

See also Burial 
WATER— 

1, Water rate—Extra charge—Private Act—Domestic purposes 
—Bath—Lambeth Waterworks Act, 1848 (11 Vict. c. «Ny 8. 39.— 
Walker v. Lambeth Waterworks Co., CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 399 

2. Waterworks—Purchase of mains and pipes—Valuation— 
Principle of -Compensation for loss of profits.—Stockton, &c., Water 
Board v. Kirkleatham Local Board, u.1., 63 L. J. Q. B. 56 

See also Local Government, 6 





2. Open space—Public user—No evidence of public dedication. — 
Robinson vy. Cowpen Local Board, apr., 63 L. J. Q. B. 235 


. 


WILL— 
1. Annuities—‘“ Clear of all deductions income tax ”— 
Codicil—* Free of | duty and every o deduction.” — 


a. Re, Williams v. Marson, app. W.R. 229; [1894] 1 Ch. 286; 
0 . 115 

2. Children—lIllegitimate children—Children of person described 
as wife.—Harrison, Re, Harrison v. Higson, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 
ee 3 Ch. 561 

3. Devise to trustees—Direction to pay debts—Legal estate.— 
a Re, Brooke v. Brooke, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 63 L. J. Ch. 

59 

4. Falsa demonstratio—Limitatio vera.—Seal, Re, Seal v. Taylor, 
APP., [1894] 1 Ch. 316 - 

5. Gift to named persons—‘‘ Share of each of my sisters” — 
Settlement of shares—Lapse.—Pinhorne, Re, Moreton v. Hughes, 
CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 400 

6. Gift to testator’s next of kin at decease of a third — 
Death of such third before testator—Failure of gift.— 
Cahill, Re, Logan v. Cahill, cu.D. cuItTy, J., 8.J. 399 

7. Gift—““My niece”—Wife’s grandniece—Legitimacy.—Fish, 
Re, Ingram v. Rayner, apr., §.J. 307 

8. Legacy—Demonstrative or specific.— Pratt, Re, Pratt v. Pratt, 
CH.D, NORTH, J., [1894] 1 Ch. 491 


9. —Residue—Real and personal estate—‘‘ Not otherwise 
tnutle ”—Meaning of.—Bawden, Re, Bawden v. Cresswell, 
CH.D, KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 235 

10. Legacy—Specific uest—Balance of current account at 
bank—Letter of is oe branch office in transit at time of 
death.—Lloyd, Re, Lloyd v. Chambers, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 235 

11. Legacy—Segregation—Right to income—Infant—Mainten- 
ance—Conveyancing Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 41), s. 43.— 
on Re, Clements v. Pearsall, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 272; W.R. 
374 

12. Power of sale—Duration—Perpetuities—Intention of testator. 
—Sudeley and Baines’ Contract, Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J., W.R. 231; 
[1894] 1 Ch. 334; 63 L. J. Ch. 194 

13. Probate—Circumstances creating suspicion—Onus of proof— 
Fraud.—Tyrell v. Painton, apr., W.R. 343 

14. Remoteness—Trust for sale—Conversion—Trust of proceeds 
—Validity.—* Davoren, Re, Bowen v. Churchill, cH.D. CHITTY, J., 
69 L. T. 752 

15. Rents—Arrears of rent—Outgoings.—* Armitage, Re, Armi 
v. Garnett, aPP., 63 L. J. Ch. 110 iat 

16. Rents—Outgoings.—*Cleveland (Duke of) Settled Estates, 
Wolmer v. Forester, aPP., [1894] 1 Ch. 164; 63 J. Ch. 115; 69 
L. T. 807 

17. Will before 1840—Construction—Gift without words of 
limitation—New South Wales, Law of.—2Hill v. Brown, P.c., [1894] 


A. C. 125; 70 L. T. 175 
See also Administration, 1; ity, 2, 3; Executor, 3; 

ied Woman, 2, 3; Power, 1; Probate, 
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